Cold comfort from Tories 


Predictably, Britain has emerged from 
the General Election with a Conservative 
Government. Had the Tories not been able 
to turn the present national situation into a 
victory for their party they would have 
deserved to have been laughed out of politics. 

Unquestionably, the mood which swept 
the Tories back into office was one which 
looked for policies identified with the 
patriotic right. The electorate was sick of 
Britain’s continued national decline, sick of 
the Marxist orientation of the Labour 
Government and Party, sick of industrial 
chaos, sick of anarchy and alarmed at the 
mounting alien presence in our towns and 
cities. It wanted to see the value of the work 
ethic restored and society’s most skilled and 
productive members justly rewarded as a 
condition of economic recovery. 

The Tories and their press played upon 
these sentiments with consummate skill and 
presented Mrs. Thatcher as a stout champion 
of all those who held them. It now remains 
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to be seen whether over the next few years 
the hopes of all these people of a great 
national resurgence will be fulfilled. 

We are convinced that they will not be 
fulfilled because we know Mrs. Thatcher and 
we know the Tory Party. We have also taken 
the trouble to penetrate through all the fine 


rhetoric of this election and study the actual. 


policies to which the Tories have committed 
themselves. 


No plan for unions 


Take industrial relations for a start. 
Despite the great noise made by Tory spokes- 
men about our needing to deal with the 
trade union wreckers, nothing specific has 
been promised that will enable the Govern- 
ment effectively to do so. There is the 
proposal that unions will be ‘encouraged’ to 
adopt the secret ballot by promises of ballots 
being financed by public funds. This is 
simply a cowardly running away from the 
real need, which is to introduce an act which 
will make the secret ballot compulsory by 
law. A few unions may be ‘encouraged’ by 
the Tory scheme as it is but we predict that 
the majority will not. 

Likewise with the Closed Shop. Here 
the Tories have committed themselves to no 
more than compensation to those thrown 
out of work by closed shop practices. They 
have shirked the real issue, which is the need 
to ban the Closed Shop completely. 

And as for the absurd and antiquated 
British trade union structure which permits 
nearly 200 unions where there should be no 
more than 30, thus making extremist infil- 
tration so much easier, the Tories have no 
proposals for dealing with this at all! 


Whence tax cuts? 
Then what about tax cuts? Here again 


we have heard brave words from the Tories 
but no concrete plans for cuts which would 
enable us to continue finding the money to 
pay for essential public services. The only 
realistic scheme for a cut in taxation is one 
which offers a prospect of reducing the 
colossal burden of public debt, and this in 
turn can only be achieved by a revolution in 
financial policy by which government takes 
over the prerogative of money creation from 
the banks and issues new money debt-free. 


'No proposals have come from the Tories to 


this effect and of course none will come. 

The same brave words have been heard 
on the subject of prices. The Tories in their 
manifesto stated that inflation must be 
countered by stricter controls on the 
monetary supply — a principle that is right 
enough so far as it goes. But this is quite 
worthless if the method of monetary supply 
is not changed along the lines that we have 
outlined in the preceeding paragraph. If the 
supply is reduced, while nothing is done 
about the debt burden, the economy will be 
starved of purchasing power, leading to 
further unemployment. 


Recipe for unemployment 


The Tories say that they are going to 
stop propping up lame-duck industries and 
encourage industrial rationalisation and 
modernisation. They do not say how they 
are going to find new employment for those 
legions of workers made redundant through 
such measures, except by expression of the 
vague hope that the world will buy more 
British goods — a hope that runs contrary 
to all world trading trends that have been 
established over the past quarter-century. In 
fact the only possibility of our finding work 
for the people in question lies in the 
protection of British manufacturing indus- 
tries against foreign imports — a policy to 
which the Tories are vehemently opposed. 

This of course is a policy which would 
necessitate our leaving the Common Market 
— something which the Tories are under no 
circumstances prepared to do. All that they 
have done in the election is to pledge them- 
selves to negotiate for changes in the 
Common Agricultural Policy — a meaningless 
piece of hot air that commits them to 
nothing. 


‘Law and order’ hot air 


More hot air has been heard on the ‘law 
and order’ front but what in fact can we 
really expect in this sector? Well, Mrs. - 
Thatcher has said that there will be a free 
vote in the House of Commons on Capital 
Punishment. The reality is that almost all of 
the 268 Labour and 11 Liberal MPs will vote 
against Capital Punishment in such a debate. 
This means that only about 60 ‘anti’ votes 
would be required from the 339 Tories to 
make the return of the death penalty an 
impossibility. Mrs. Thatcher knows as well as 
we do that far more than this number of’ 


Tories will vote against a return, so hopelessly 
permeated with slushy liberalism is the 
present complement of Tory members in the 
House. 

And over the more general field of law 
and order what can we expect with Willie 
Whitelaw, one of the wettest liberals of them 
all, presiding at the Home Office? Whitelaw’s 
record as Secretary of State for Northern 
Ireland is quite enough to make clear that no 
strong line will be taken to cope with 
Britain’s rising tide of crime and anarchy. 


‘Swamping ‘no alternative 


And so to Immigration and Race. Here 
probably more than on any other issue the 
Tories have headed off the National Front 
challenge by making noises to the electorate 
that indicate that the alien flood into Britain 
will be brought to an end. Mrs. Thatcher’s 
oft-quoted remark about the British being 
‘swamped’ by the end of the century most 
likely earned her party at least a million 
votes. The question is, however: just what 
are the Tories going to do to prevent the 
swamping? 

In the Conservative manifesto vague 
references are made to British nationality 
being ‘defined’; of ‘limits’ on certain depen- 
dants to “a small number of urgent com- 
passionate cases” (no specification of what 
number or what is ‘urgent’ or ‘com- 
passionate’); an end to concessions to 
husbands and male fiances (but nothing 
about wives and female fiances — by far the 
greater number); ‘restriction’ of work 
permits (but no specification of to what); a 
‘register’ of Commonwealth wives and 
children entitled to entry (which means 
absolutely nothing); a ‘quota system’ covering 
“everyone outside the European Community” 
(but no stipulation of what quotas); and 
‘firm action’ against illegal immigrants (not 
worth much when most immigration is 
‘legal’). 

None of these masterpieces of the art of 
waffle get anywhere near the main factor 
making for Britain being ‘swamped’ by the 
end of the century, which is of course the 
massive birth-rate among coloured people 
already in Britain. If we are to prevent being 
swamped from this quarter, the only con- 
ceivable remedy is compulsory repatriation. 
Of this policy the Tory manifesto affirms 
that there can be ‘no question’. 


Confidence trick | 


_ All in all, the electoral platform on 
which the Tories have come to power 
represents nothing more than a gigantic 
confidence trick pulled on the British people 
with the help of the predominantly Tory 
media. It may take 2 years for this fact to be 
driven home to the people; it may take 3 
years; it may take only a few months. The 
truth will out eventually. 

In the meantime the leaders of the trade 
unions have promised that they will give the 


new Government no rest. With the Tories 
having not offered any firm proposals for 
dealing with union militancy and with the 
man they have chosen to negotiate with the 
union, James Prior, clearly terrified of the 
militants, we cannot expect much comfort 
from this quarter. And even were the Tories 
to have a firmer man and firmer policies in 
the offing these would be useless without an 
economic strategy capable of righting 
justified union grievances, such as stagnant 
wage packets chasing ever higher prices and 
millions threatened with unemployment 
through the invasion of foreign goods. 

This then is what we can look forward 
to under 5 years of Tory rule. Spearhead 
makes this prediction: when the chickens 
come home to roost, there will be many less 
voters prepared, as they were in this election, 
to vote Tory in the hope of short-term relief 
from the evils of Labour rather than voting 
National Front for long-term national recon- 
struction and recovery. 


Kid gloves cost to public 


Consumers will foot the bill for the 
£14,000 worth of damage caused by wreckers 
to the nuclear power station at Torness in 
South-East Scotland. 

These wreckers apparently were a group 
of left-wing extremists who infiltrated what 
was supposed to be ‘non-violent’ demon- 
stration at the power station. The demon- 
stration took the form of an occupation of 
property of the South of Scotland Electricity 
Board in protest at the Board’s.use of nuclear 
power.  Astonishingly, although the 
occupation was quite illegal, no police action 
was taken to prevent it. With the police not 
present, it was quite easy for the extremist 
element to perform the wrecking operations, 
which included damage to fencing, survey 
equipment and earth-moving vehicles. 

As a result of this kid-gloves attitude, 
electricity consumers in the South of Scot- 
land region will face bigger bills next quarter. 

Why were the police not called out to 
prevent this illegal occupation of property? 
And why was the £14,000 bill not presented 
to the ‘Scottish Campaign to Resist the 
Atomic Menace’, the group that organised 
the occupation? Just supposing the National 
Front had lawfully hired a public hall for a 
meeting and £14,000 worth of damage had 
been caused to the premises during the course 
of the meeting, can anyone see the local 
ratepayers being presented with the bill 
afterwards? No, it would have been landed 
squarely in the lap of the NF! 

Why do these left-wing groups get special 
privileges and concessions? Because left-wing 
groups they are. There is only one real object 
underlying all this nuclear protest. The 
protesters do not want Britain to possess the 
means of retaliation to a Soviet nuclear 
attack. Nuclear technology used for peaceful 
purposes is all interdependent with that used 
for military purposes, therefore to the 
political left all nuclear technology is a 


target. We should not be bemused by these 
people’s prattle about ‘environmental 
hazards’; Britain’s capacity for self-defence is 
the thing they are out to destroy. 


‘Bi-partisan’ 

Northern Ireland’s new Secretary of 
State, Mr. Humphrey Atkins, says that the 
Tory Government would continue bi-partisan 
tactics with Labour in fighting terrorists and 
trying to solve the Province’s complex 
political problems. 

So we are to be ‘bi-partisan’ between 
those who are loyal to the United Kingdom 
and the British Crown and those whose 
allegiance is to a foreign republic and who 
wish to hand over a part of British territory 
to that foreign republic. 

Well, at least we should thank Mr. Atkins 
for letting us know what the new Govern- 
ment’s policy is! 


The liberal conscience again 


Squeals, howls and the wringing of 
hands has greeted the allegations of torture 
made against officers of the Royal Ulster 
Constabulary in the carrying out of their 
duties in dealing with IRA detainees — all 
quite predictable of course. 

Representatives of the RUC have reacted 
indignantly by saying that these allegations 
are an appalling slur on the reputation of 
their force and that in all probability the 
stories are fabricated by IRA propagandists. 

Very likely they are, although final 
proof one way or the other may be difficult 
to establish even by a detailed enquiry. The 
Grandfather of the present Chairman of the 
National Front and publisher of Spearhead 
was a District Inspector of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary, as it was called earlier in the 
century, and he used to relate how it was a 
common practice for rebel detainees to do 
injury to themselves and then claim that the 
injuries were caused by police ‘brutality’. 

Supposing though that it is proved that 
RUC interrogators have roughly handled 
detainees in the course of interrogating them 
— so what? The IRA is a murderous gang 
engaged in a war against the British people, 
and quite prepared in the prosecution of 
that war to mutilate women and little 
children with their shootings and bombings. 
If in these circumstances some of them get 
rounded up and then treated with less than 
civility by the security forces, what the hell 
else do they expect? 

The first order that we would give to 
the Royal Ulster Constabulary would be to 
use all means necessary to extract from 
detainees information that could lead to the 
defeat of the IRA and the sparing of further 
lives and limbs of innocent people. If we 
reprimanded them it would be for kid-glove 
methods in this regard, not for over- 
zealousness. We are at war with this criminal 
scum, and it is a war that we have a duty to 
win. 
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“IS THIS WHAT WE 
FOUGHT FOR?” 


‘Tommy Atkins’ writes 
to Spearhead 


OUR PHOTOGRAPH shows Mr. Robert 
Harris in the uniform of the Worcester- 
shire Regiment in 1942 at Fyzabad. Mr. 
Harris is now 72 years old and lives in 
Brixton. He is a supporter of the National 
Front. 

This is his story, but it could be the 
story of hundreds of gallant ex-servicemen 
who, after serving their country in war- 
time, have been betrayed and forgotten. 
They fought to defend Britain from 
invasion, but now Britain has been invaded 
by millions of coloured aliens who are 
pushed by the Tory and Labour parties to 
the top of the welfare queue — ahead of 
72 year old Robert Harris and _ his 
comrades. 

Mr. Harris was a soldier of the ‘For- 
gotten Army’ in Burma. He won the 
Silver GSM 1936-7, the 1939—45 Burma 
Star and the King’s and Victory Medals. 
These medals, as well as his father’s First 
World War France and Egypt medals and 
his grandfather’s Khedive Star and 1882 
Silver Queen Victoria Alexandria medal 
were all stolen by Black thugs in the 
multi-racial hell-hole where Mr. Harris is 
now forced to live as his reward for 
serving King and Country. 

Robert Harris is the last of seven 
generations that served in the British 
forces. His father served with the Royal 
Marines in the Dardanelles and in France. 
He was wounded at Gallipoli in 1916 and 
in France in the same year, and was 
honourably discharged with the highest 
character reference awarded in the Royal 
Marines. 

In January of this year 72 year old 
Mr. Harris applied at his local Social 
Security Office for ‘exceptional needs’ 
payments to help him buy shoes, curtains 
and underwear, and to pay the cost of 
connecting a gas cooker. Total costs 
£87.05. You would think he had earned 
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it — but the application was refused. The 
Tribunal refused it because they said Mr. 


“ 


Harris’s “resources exceed requirements.” 
His “resources” are in fact a retirement 
pension and superannuation of £26.09. 
The official finding of the Tribunal 
commented: “His resources exceed 
requirements by £3.53.” Under ‘Reasons 
for Decision’ it went on: “The Tribunal 
could not find any exceptional circum- 
stances to justify a payment for the items 
listed. Regard has been had to the excess 
of requirements possessed by Mr. Harris.” 
We do not know by what esoteric 
mathematical calculation it is decided 


that the sum of £3.53 exceeds an old 
person’s requirements when — as Mr. 
Harris told Spearhead — his shoes are split 
and he has no underwear. What we do 
know, of course, is that he is the wrong 
colour. If, instead of being a White British 
pensioner who fought for this country 
and came from a family that served with 
the colours for over 100 years, he was a 
newly arrived Ugandan Asian like Mr. 
Jaffer Janmohammed — then he would 
have been given not only his shoes, under- 
wear and gas cooker by now, but also a 
Council flat ahead of 4,000 families on 
the waiting list, his rent paid by Social 
Security, £17.00 per week in extra 
benefits and Social Security financed flat 
furnishings including 5 beds, sheets, 
blankets, wardrobes, sideboards, cup- 
boards and a TV set. 

This is the old gang parties’ version 
of the ‘compassionate society’ we hear so 
much about. As Mr. Harris said in his 
letter to Spearhead: ‘Is this what we 


fought for?” 
66 We advocate the provision of free 

gas heating for all OAPs to a unit 
of consumption adequate to keep warm 
at least one room in each home... We 
would close down those community ser- 
vices in which considerable resources are 
now deployed in the field of ‘race 
relations’. As repatriation of alien ethnic 
groups from Britain proceeds there will 
anyway be a progressively declining need 
for such services. Also we are resolved 
drastically to trim those sections of social 
and community service occupied in 
looking after criminals and social misfits 
. .. All these economies in manpower and 
resources will enable us to expand services 
for looking after the old, who 
are our first social concern. 99 

(from the National Front Manifesto) 


THE NATIONAL FRONT takes a respon- 
sible view of trade union power. It supports 
genuine free collective wage bargaining, and 
in most cases, the National Front recognises 
that the bargain will be struck between an 
employer and representatives of the trade 
union. 

However, it is not true to characterise 
the respective power of the trade unions and 
the management as equal — and, if it is not 
equal, there is no such thing as free collective 
wage bargaining. The trade unions have the 
power to cut off essential supplies and to 
close down manufacturing industries by use 
of the strike weapon. The British motor 
industry has been crippled by strikes; and 
the railways and coalmines have been 
subjected to prolonged periods of industrial 
unrest. All of these industries have now been 
forced to ‘“‘streamline” or ‘“‘rationalise” — 
changes which have not always been in the 
national interest. 

It is extraordinary that, at the same 
time, the trade unions who have called the 
strikes do not experience the same hardship 
as the companies which have been shut 
down. This is because strikers are paid 
supplementary benefits out of public funds 
and the trade unions’ strike funds are left 
intact. It also means that in the case of the 
State-owned nationalised industries, strikers 
can claim supplementary benefit against the 
same State organisation, and its agencies, 
that is bearing the cost of the strike. 

The Statute which created this situation 
was the Ministry of Social Security Act 1966, 
which by section 10 allows the families of 
strikers to claim supplementary benefit as 
being persons “whose resources are insuf- 
ficient to meet their requirements” (under 
section 4 of the Act). The claim for the 
benefit is made by the striker on behalf of 
his family, and the allowance is paid to him. 

It is a myth that the payments are made 
only to the families of strikers because 
domestic heat, light, food and television bills 
are paid, with certain deductions, out of the 
supplementary allowance, and the rent bill is 
paid in full. There are also provisions to 
maintain mortgage instalments, hire purchase 
instalments and other outgoings, all of which 
go to make up the standard of life of the 
striker as muchas of his family. In any event, 
the striker collects the money first. 


£4 MILLION A YEAR 


Since 1966 industrial unrest in this 
country has increased, and with it the 
amount of money paid in benefits to strikers’ 
families. In 1968 the sum was a mere 
£330,000, but in 1972 it had increased to 
£8,380,000, and although it has now levelled 
out at about £4,000,000 a year, the cost to 
the nation is still substantial. The current 
situation means that the State is effectively 
financing its own industrial and economic 
subversion. This fact has not been lost upon 
extreme left wing groups, one of which, the 
International Marxist Group, has published a 
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FINANCING 
INDUSTRIAL 
SUBVERSION 


pamphlet called The Strikers Guide to 
Supplementary Benefits. 

It is not part of National Front policy 
to go “union bashing”, which is probably 
why the anti-union Freedom Association 
(formerly NAFF) characterises the National 
Front as a ‘socialist’ organisation. The 
National Front would seek to introduce 
greater democracy into trade union organis- 
ations, making them more representative of 
their members, and not vehicles of Marxist 
power groups. But this cannot be done as 
long as those power groups are encouraged 
by state subsidies to strikers to foment 
industrial chaos. 

I understand that the National Direc- 
torate has rejected as NF policy the 
implementation of a voucher system of 
payments to dependants on the grounds that 
this is impracticable. So it is! But should not 
the benefits which are how paid be withdrawn 
altogether, and the disgraceful section 10 of 
the 1966 Act be repealed? Trade unions 
should finance industrial disputes out of 
their own strike funds, as their equivalent 
organisations do in all other European 
countries and in the USA. 


LOSSES NOT MADE UP 


After the Ford strike last year, a large 
number of workers were heard to complain 
that, despite their pay rises, they would 
never make up the wages that they had lost 
during the dispute. It is open to question 
whether the Ford workers would have with- 


drawn their labour at all if supplementary 
benefits had not been available to their 
families. The benefits which were eventually 
paid were in the region of £1% million — 
money which was paid by the State to Red 
agitators in the trade union movement to 
keep Fords closed down. 

As long as this situation continues there 
can be no such thing as free collective wage 
bargaining, because the trade unions will 
continue to act irresponsibly. After all, the 
trade unions do not have to pay for the 
consequences of their “walk-outs”, “go- 
slows”, “work-to-rules” and strikes, during 
the course of which many people are put out 
of work. 

It is a principle of democratic govern- 
ment that a man must be at liberty to with- 
draw his labour if he chooses to do so. This 
is called the “right to strike”. However, the 
consequences of a strike are often extensive, 
and the trade union which has taken the 
decision to call a strike should bear the 
consequences. These would include financing 
the strike, and making some sort of redress 
to those “laid-off” because of their actions. 
If we are to maintain a democratic govern- 
ment in this country where political decisions 
affecting the public good are taken by our 
elected representatives, any individual or 
organisation should be required to take into 
account the full consequences of a decision 
to withdraw their labour, and in particular 
where that withdrawal affects the national 
interest. 

The non-payment of benefits must be 
the first step towards reintroducing respon- 
sible trade union bargaining into a situation 
of industrial chaos. The solution must be 
that trade unions should pay strike pay out 
of their own funds to their members in the 
event of an official strike. Where there is an 
unofficial strike, any supplementary benefit 
paid to strikers by the State should be 
repayable over a period when work is 
resumed. Any compromise solution will 
reinforce the power of the anti-democratic 
Marxist elite in the trade union movement. 


THE SECOND 


INSTANT CASH LOTTERY 


IN AID OF THE EXCALIBUR CLUB 


JACKPOT: £500: 
THOUSANDS OF CASH PRIZES — 1 TICKET IN 10 A WINNER! 


Q—What is an “Instant Lottery’? 


A-—In an Instant Lottery, unlike a Draw, the buyer knows immediately whether he has purchased a 


winning ticket or not, and what his prize is. 
Q—How does he find out? 


A—By “scratching off’’ the protective covering from the hidden numbers and checking against the 


combinations shown on the tickets. 
Q—How does he claim a prize? 


A—Small prizes of £1 and under are paid by the selling agent out of his own pocket. “Star Prizes” 
including the £500 Jackpot, are paid by the Promoter and must be claimed by post. 


You can make an average of £4.40 profit on every £13 paid for a book of 100 tickets. One London 
Branch has already sold over 80 books and made a profit of £352. You could do the same. Books 
of 100 x 20p tickets (face value £20) cost you £13. 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


The foundations of 
political power 


In this two-part article John Tyndall, Chairman 
of the National Front, outlines a strategy for 


political victory and how present NF activities 
fit into this strategy. 


PART 1 


WHEN a few months ago I opened a new 
headquarters building that had been acquired 
by a National Front branch in the Midlands 
I made a short speech in which I stressed the 
importance to a political party of building 
roots, not only in the obvious realm of 
popular support, but in the form of solid 
assets and amenities that provide essential 
parts of what is sometimes called the ‘infra- 
structure’ of a political movement. 

Too often, I said, people look only at 
the surface manifestations of political parties 
when they go to the polls: their programmes; 
the rhetoric of their leaders; their current 
ratings with the voters. Little attention is 
paid to what lies behind those manifestations: 
material assets and amenities, cadres and 
money, the framework of political insti- 
tutions and party organisation that go to 
make up the formidable machinery of 
political power. 

The National Front, with each new asset 
and amenity that it acquires, is inserting a 
few more bricks into its own power-structure 
which will serve it for decades ahead — and 
this matters far more than some poll result, 
which represents only an ephemeral gust in 
the winds of public opinion, as changeable as 
the weather itself. 

Just to give an example, shortly before 
typing this article I have read today’s paper 
which reports that the Conservatives’ lead 
over Labour has fallen from 20 per cent to 
14% per cent in the course of one month! 
Just how long would a party last which 
assessed its future political prospects and 
based its future projections on such a flimsy 
and shifting basis? 

Of course it is not this way that the 
great questions of political power are decided 
or political history shaped. 

To the people who really rule Britain, 
the rise and fall of the poll popularity of this 
party or that is of scarcely more concern 
than the current form book for Ascot or 
Aintree. What matters is that real power 
continues to reside with those mighty insti- 
tutions and oligarchies which lie behind the 
political parties and which have been built 
up by far-sighted and patient dedication to 
long-term political objectives, not to instant 
public favour as registered by the survey 
teams of Mr. Gallup. 


Of course mass support matters in 
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politics. It matters at moments of destiny — 
those key junctures in history when great 
political decisions have to be made which 
crucially affect the national future. 

But at such moments power goes to 
those who have carefully and patiently pre- 
pared for them over the years, sometimes 
decades, beforehand, and who have built the 
political apparatus which enables them to be 
serious contenders when destiny calls. Those 
who become slaves to popular ratings on a 
month-to-month, or even year-to-year, basis 
can never concentrate on the tasks necessary 
to the building of this apparatus. 


LABOUR’S STRUGGLE 


Shortly after World War I Labour 
replaced the Liberals as the main party of 
the left in British politics. 

But Labour’s work of preparation for 
that moment extended far back into the 
19th Century, when Socialism was taking 
root as a political idea in Britain and 
recruiting the cadres of intellectual and 
active leadership necessary for the construc- 
tion of a political machine, when Socialist 
publications were being founded and pro- 
vided with the resources for printing and 
distribution, when the institutions forming 
the pillars of the Labour Movement, such as 
the trade unions and co-operatives, were 
being organised and built up. 

At no time during this long preparatory 
period did the number of Labour MPs (none 
till 1900) have anything more than marginal 
relevance. At no time during the same period 
did Labour’s public opinion ratings — such 
as it was possible to assess them — really 
count at all. They counted on that fateful 
day in 1924, when the first Labour poll 
victory occurred, and at no time before. 

This victory came 24 years after the 
foundation of the party under the name of 
the Labour Representation Committee. The 
fact that at its foundation the LRC had no 
less than 375,000 members gives an idea of 
how much longer it took to build the nucleus 
of the party before it entered the political 
arena. 

This nucleus consisted of well established 
units of dedicated active Socialists in every 
corner of Britain . people whose political 
will and resolve had been moulded through 
years of hard struggle, when being a Socialist 
was to be as controversial and as much for- 
feiting ‘respectability’ as being a Nationalist 
today, when Socialists had to plod through 
cold streets, meeting often derision and 
violence, in order to bring their message to 
the people — lacking as they did the great 


and powerful institutions of influence 
possessed by the Tory and Liberal parties. 
There were in those hard formative years 
people who shared Socialist ideals but did 
not possess the toughness or perseverance to 
fight for them through a pure Socialist 
organisation condemned to many years in 
limbo, who sought a quicker and easier route 
to political office and a ticket to respect- 
ability. They joined the Liberal Party and 
compromised their faith for short-term gains. 

Yet Labour had the last laugh. When it 
took power in 1924 it delivered the Liberals 
to a political oblivion from which they have 
never emerged since. 

But more than just the human cadres 
were necessary to bring Labour into the 
arena of political power. As these cadres 
were forming, so also were developing the 
many financially viable enterprises which 
Labour needed to provide its workers with 
the resources and amenities necessary for the 
continuation of the struggle. Social clubs, 
printing and publishing facilities, bookshops 
and much else — all were essential parts of 
the infra-structure on which future political 
success depended. 

And as far as the cadres themselves were 
concerned, these were by no means fully 
formed by the time of the first Labour 
Government in 1924. That government and 
the party generally suffered chronic shortages 
in the pool of brains and ability from which 
it drew its leaders — as can be demonstrated 
by the rise of an oaf like J. H. Thomas to 
Cabinet rank. A revolution that had begun in 
the schools and universities still had some 
considerable way to go before a steady stream 
of educated men and women of talent was 
at the disposal of the political left, as it is 
today. 

It is against this background that we 
must understand the task facing us in the 
building of the National Front. If we build 
up exaggerated hopes of electoral success 
long before we have accumulated and con- 
structed the apparatus of a political move- 
ment in all its aspects, those hopes are going 
to be shattered on the rocks of reality and 
our morale perhaps permanently wounded as 
a result. Let us look now at what is involved 
in forming this apparatus. 


THE PARTY CADRES 


What these are should have become 
clear in our examination of the development 
of the Labour Party. We are talking about 
the human element that provides the internal 
organisation by which each of the old parties 
is run. This consists of a segment of society 
educated and trained — indeed often bred — 
in a particular political tradition. At the top 
level this organisation provides the party 
leaders who are intended to become, and 
must be seen to be able to become, national 
leaders in a time of power; at the middle 
level it consists of the party administrators, 
fund-raisers, leading researchers, journalists, 
public relations experts, lawyers and a host 


of other roles demanding professional skills; 
at the bottom level it features the thousands 
of constituency agents and other local party 
officials. The political traditions which 
underlie these party organisations have, in 
the case of the established parties, taken 
generations to build. In each party it depends 
on a large flow into the ranks of people with 
the necessary aptitude and commitment to 
take on responsible tasks. 


INSTITUTIONS OF EDUCATION 


The vast majority of the people described 
above need to have received an education at 
least well beyond elementary level. This 
means that the traditions and influences pre- 
vailing in the educational world have a crucial 
bearing on the type of material recruited 
into politics. If the academic climate is pre- 
dominantly leftist, the left can be fairly sure 
of a substantial stream of recruits from the 
centres of learning. 

Those who have occupied the dominant 
positions in the leading parties, and in public 
life generally, over the past decade or so are 
the product of the climate prevailing in the 
educational world of the 1930s and 1940s. 
Those who constitute the ‘bright young men’ 
forming the junior officer cadres of those 
parties are the product of the same climate 
as it evolved during the 1950s and 1960s. 

There are signs that a vastly greater 
number of talented and articulate young 
people are now entering the ranks of British 
Nationalism than a decade ago, and still 
more than a decade before that. The 
Nationalist movement in the 1950s and 
1960s was ineffective, not primarily because 
of lack of opportunities in the national 
situation, but because the early post-war 
generation of Nationalist leaders was 
insufficient in either numbers or experience 
to replace adequately the pre-war generation 
who either had died or were growing old. 
Later generations have gone a long way 
towards making good this gap and this has 
much to do with the fact that a revolution 
has been taking place in the academic world 
whereby liberalism and the left are now in 
rapid intellectual (if not yet physical) retreat. 
Certainly the number of very bright and very 
keen young people joining us today is 
incomparably greater than in the past, and it 
is increasing all the time. As these people 
grow into roles of responsibility our leader- 
ship cadres will enormously expand. This 
process, however, still has some considerable 
way to go. For the time being, at many local 
and departmental levels we suffer from a 
shortage of properly qualified personnel. 

All great revolutionary changes in the 
political scene are the product of changes 
that have taken place a generation or so 
before in the field of ideology shaping the 
formation of the elites who later wield 
political power. People who today bemoan 
the leftist penetration of British institutions 
and urge that we penetrate those institutions 
in the same way ignore the fact that before 


the penetration en masse of any institutions 
is possible there must be an abundant supply 
of those able to do the penetrating. The seed 
must be sown some time before the harvest 
can be gathered, and those who represented 
our point of view a generation or more past 
simply did not sow enough seeds. 


THE POWER OF PATRONAGE — 
THE POLITICS OF WEALTH 


Added to the influence of background is 
the attraction of patronage. Would-be recruits 
to the parties of our opponents can be 
offered the inducement of rewarding careers 
at rates of remuneration which, if not the 
highest to be had, are at least substantially 
higher than can be offered to those who 
serve our movement. As well as this, there 
are even more attractive career opportunities 
in the institutions of publishing; journalism 
and broadcasting that are allied to the parties 
of the establishment. 

These circumstances exist of course 
because of the comparatively vast institutions 
of wealth that go to support the old parties 
and the causes to which they are committed. 
These accumulations of wealth have not 
materialised overnight; they have been 
acquired painstakingly over decades. Where 
they lie directly at the disposal of the 
political parties themselves, this has been the 
result of provident and far-sighted planning 
by previous generations of party leadership. 

These parties have from their beginnings 
perceived themselves as business enterprises. 
They have invested much of their income in 
assets and amenities which enable them to 
function as highly successful enterprises. 
They own land, buildings, printing presses 
and investments. They run clubs, which in 
turn bring in regular income as well as pro- 
viding the social framework by which their 
members and supporters can be held together 
through politically fair weather and foul. 

It is only in very recent times that the 
Nationalist movement in Britain has started 
to think and plan in these terms. In doing so, 
it has had to start virtually from scratch 
because previous generations of those who 
liked to style themselves ‘patriots’ failed to 
conserve one single large and powerful insti- 
tution with substantial funds and resources 
as a bastion of the British cause: not one 
single newspaper or periodical; not one 
single business enterprise of any consequence; 
not one single major physical asset, in terms 
of property or plant. Everything of real sub- 
stance was meekly and_ shortsightedly 
surrendered to the powers of Internationalism 
or squandered in pursuit of instant political 
aims that in the event were never realised. 

This has a lot to do with the fact that 
too many leaders of the Nationalist camp in 
both pre-war and early post-war periods had 
too much of the “win-or-bust-in-five-years”’ 
mentality and failed to perceive the true 
pace at which revolutionary changes occur 
in the politics of Britain. Had the latter not 
been the case, these leaders would have built 
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TRIUMPH 
RECORDINGS 


Cassette tapes of National Front meetings and 
marches featuring John Tyndall, Martin Webster, 
Andrew Fountaine and other prominent NF leaders. 
Cheques, P.O.s payable to Triumph Recordings. 
Allow 10 to 14 days for delivery. 


PRICES: C60—£3.00; C90—£3.50. Postage 10p for 
one tape; 20p for two or more tapes. For Australia, 
New Zealand and South Africa allow 50p for one 
tape; £1.00 for two or more (AIR MAIL). 


1. JOHN TYNDALL SPEAKS. Excerpts from 
historic meetings and rallies. C90 £3.00 
2. STAND BY THE NATIONAL FRONT! Historic 
meetings in East London and Conway Hall at which 
the unity of the NF was consolidated behind John 
Tyndall after the disruptions in 1975. Speakers 
include Martin Webster, Andrew Fountaine, John 
Tyndall. C90 £3.50 


3. STAND BY RHODESIA! NF MEETING IN 
CONWAY HALL, APRIL 1976. This meeting was 
held in support of White Rhodesia in the face of 
international betrayal. Speakers include Martin 
Webster, Andrew Fountaine and John Tyndall. 
C90 £3.50 
4. ST. GEORGE'S DAY MARCH AND RALLY, 
WOOD GREEN, APRIL 1977. Actual sounds of 
the street mobs in riot against the police and the 
NF marchers. Drum corps sounds. Rally with 
speeches by Martin Webster, Andrew Fountaine, 
J. Harrison-Broadley and John Tyndall. Historic 
recording. C90 £3.50 
5. LEWISHAM MARCH, AUGUST 1977... THE 
BALLOON GOES UP! The worst riot yet against 
the NF. Sounds of communist street mobs rioting 
against the police and the NF. Short rally with 
speeches by Andrew Fountaine and John Tyndall. 
C60 £3.00 
6. NATIONAL FRONT ANNUAL GENERAL 
MEETING 1976. Main speakers at the meeting 
including Andrew Fountaine and John Tyndall. 


c90 £3.50 
7. NATIONAL FRONT ANNUAL GENERAL 
MEETING 1977 ... Triumphant speech of John 
Tyndall. C90 £3.50 


8. NATIONAL FRONT ILFORD BY-ELECTION 
MEETING, FEBRUARY 1978. Main speakers: 
John Hughes, Andrew Fountaine and Martin 
Webster. C90 £3.50 
9. COVENTRY NF BY-ELECTION MEETING 
1976. Speakers include Terry Denville-Falkner, 
Martin Webster, Andrew Fountaine and John 
Tyndall. C60 £3.00 


10.WALSALL NORTH NF_ BY-ELECTION 
MEETING SEPTEMBER 1976. Speakers include 
Charles Parker, Martin Webster, Andrew Fountaine 
and John Tyndall. C60 £3.00 


11. STECHFORD NF BY-ELECTION MEETING 
FEBRUARY 1977. Fhis was the important by- 
election where the NF beat the Liberals (now a 
cormmon thing). A lively election meeting. Highly 
recommended. Speakers include Andrew Brons, 
Sad. Ldr. J. Harrison-Broadley, Andrew Fountaine 
and John Tyndall. C90 £3.50 
12. CAXTON HALL MEETING FEBRUARY 1977 
WESTMINSTER BY-ELECTION. Speakers include 
Paul Kavanagh and John Tyndall. C60 £3.00 
13. REMEMBRANCE DAY MARCH AND RALLY 
1976 anc 1977. Cenotaph ceremony of the Anglo 
Rhodesian Society, National Front march, Rally 
and patriotic speeches by Wing Cmdr. Lewis 
Whittam, Sqd. Ldr. J. Harrison-Broadley, Andrew 
Fountaine and John Tyndall. C90 £3.50 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


N.F. WON'T BE BUILT ON 


MIDDLE CLASS FOUNDATIONS 


ANY idea that the National Front has 
potential to attract a significant degree of 
electoral support from the Middle Class — 
outside the context of a major national 
economic catastrophe — will have been 
dashed by the results which the NF obtained 
in the May 3rd General Election. 

While it is impossible to determine the 
precise socio-economic and political back- 
ground of each and every person who voted 
in the election, we do have available certain 
facts from which we may make a number of 
general deductions. 

On the basis of the number of people 
who have voted NF at least once in the past 
— either in the October 1974 General 
Election, or in the May 1977 Greater 
London Council elections (whose divisions 
are the same areas as Parliamentary consti- 
tuencies) — it is obvious that between 40 
and 50 per cent of previous NF voters 
deserted the NF for the Conservative Party. 

Insofar as the NF is only 12 years old 
very few of its supporters — at any rate of 
voting age — are “National Front born and 
bred’. Consequently we may deduce that of 
those who have voted NF in the past, a 
majority were persons whose traditional 
political sympathies were inclined either to 
the Conservative Party or to the Labour Party. 

I accept that a minority of those who 
have voted NF in the past were either some- 
time Liberal voters or persons who had never 
previously been moved to vote for anybody, 
but until I am presented with substantial 
evidence to prove me wrong I do not think it 
is reasonable to suggest that this element 
constitutes more than 10 per cent of the 
whole. 


TORIES RETURN TO FOLD 


On the basis of opinion polls and 
various other surveys of the electorate in 
places where the 
elections (usually Parliamentary by-elections) 
prior to the recent General Election, it has 
been postulated that the NF takes two votes 
from Labour for every vote it takes from the 
Conservatives. This analysis seems to have 
been accepted by the NF. 

From all this we may make the very 
general but not unreasonable deduction that 
prior to the recent General Election the 
established NF votership was made up of the 
following: 60 per cent former Labour voters; 
30 per cent former Conservative voters and 
10 per cent a mixture of sometime Liberal 
‘protest’ voters and people who had never 
previously voted. 
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NF has contested in. 


It is reasonable to assume that in an 
election where there is a big swing to the 
Conservative Party and a substantial drop in 
the NF vote, almost all of the former 
Conservative voters who had previously 
voted NF deserted the NF camp to return to 
their ‘traditional’ party. It would certainly 
be unreasonable to suppose that the majority 
of NF defectors to the Conservative Party 
came from the ranks of former Labour 
voters. 

This loss to the NF of almost all of its 
electoral recruits who had originally been 
Tory voters accounts for about 30 per cent 
of the 40 to 50 per cent drop in the NF 
vote. Of the remaining 10 to 20 per cent, a 
substantial proportion will have been former 
Labour voters lured out of the NF camp by 
Tory promises of Council house sales, tax 
cuts and the like. The Tories were able to 
win a significant number of former Labour 
voters direct from the Labour camp, so there 
is every reason to suppose that they would 
be able to lure some former Labour voters 
from the NF. 


OUR ‘HARD CORE’ 


The conclusion I draw from all this is 
that the ‘hard core’ vote which the NF did 
maintain in the recent General Election was 
made up for the most part of former Labour 
voters who could not bring themselves to 
vote for “the bloody Tories’, supplemented 
by that section of the electorate that had 
never voted before either because they were 
disinclined to vote for anything other than a 
party like the NF, or because they were too 
young to vote previously. 

I would be preparedto define ‘hard core’ 
NF voters as being in the main, Working 
Class people with no important amount of 
property to protect who have no compulsion 
to vote Labour either because they feel that 
Labour has betrayed them (the elderly and 
the young unemployed in Inner City/multi- 
racial areas feel this strongly), or because 
they feel that with the elimination of the 
grotesque excesses of 19th century Capitalism 
and the arrival of the Welfare State, the 
Labour Party has nothing special to offer the 
White Working Class. 

It is the abandoned Old Folk, the 
embittered unemployed, the mugged and 
those who live in dread of mugging in multi- 
racial areas; and, of increasing importance, 
the dispossessed young of the Inner City 
areas who constitute the guts of National 
Front support. Every party has to have a 
social base if it is to be more than an 


ephemeral receptacle for protest votes. The 
social base of the NF is made up of the 
desperate and the dispossessed among the 
White Working Class. 


MIDDLE CLASS MIRAGE 


Now there are those in the NF who 
resent the fact of who and what constitutes 
the NF’s social base at this time and who 
would wish for the party’s social and electoral 
standing to be raised by inducting into our 
membership and into our electorship a bigger 
number of Middle Class persons — i.e. former 
Tory voters. Those who have this ambition 
hold the view that the process can be accom- 
plished by the NF adopting and stressing 
policies which are otherwise associated in 
the public mind with right-of-centre elements 
within the Conservative Party. 

This view has been canvassed in NF 
policy-making circles for two years or so 
now — in fact since an NF National Direc- 
torate conference held at Cambridge in 
January 1978. I opposed that line of 
thinking from the outset. Quite regardless of 
the objective merits of the kind of Tory- 
style policies in question, I argued from the 
very beginning that it was quite futile for the 
NF, at its present stage of organisational and 
material development, to expect large 
numbers of Tory-minded voters to vote for 
it just because it articulated a package of 
Tory-style policies. 

People vote Tory not because the Tory 
Party offers an idealistic vision of what 
society could be like, but because the Tory 
Party is in business for the sole purpose of 
protecting the interests of those who have 
property, capital and social status (real or 
imagined). 

Until we have become big enough to be 
a serious contender for power in a situation 
of a national economic catastrophe and a 
collapse of law and order, the National 
Front will not be able to offer the Middle 
Class anything by way of property/status 
protection that the Conservative Party 
cannot offer with a million times more 
credibility. The mass desertions from the 
ranks of our electorship into the Conservative 
camp — a phenomenon that was the most 
significant factor in the NF result — surely 
proves my point. 

While this does not mean that we should 
attempt to bolster our Working Class support 
by making ‘class war’ attacks on the Middle 
Class, I hope that the outcome of this recent 
General Election will wean us from the folly 
of trying to lure Middle Class support by 
adopting and promoting policies which are — 
or which can easily be portrayed as being — 
attacks on the Working Class. 

Our ‘hard core’ platform of mass support 
is small enough, God knows. We must develop 
and stress policies which meet the needs and 
aspirations of those who, so far, have 
remained loyal to us. We must secure our 
base. As I think the election has shown, we 
leave our home base to go vote-catching in 
Toryland at our peril. 


A. M. WADE 


INFLATION: NO CHANGE 
FROM THE TORIES 


OF COURSE Mr. Callaghan was right. Mrs. 
Thatcher and her team cannot say how they 
will cut down state expenditure without 
incurring the wrath of the country. Mr. Jock 
Bruce-Gerdyne’s article in the Daily Tele- 
graph (29.3.79) proved that. The Editor 
then takes up this matter and gives his 
answer for the Tories: “We know the rough 
totals of cuts needed to restore a proper 
economic balance between public and 
private sectors. We can also indicate certain 
programmes where savings might be made — 
industrial subsidies, for example, some 
public housing, overseas aid. But we cannot 
specify the exact details in Opposition.” 
(3.4.79) 

Coming from such an impeccable source 
of Conservative wisdom we can see how 
badly that Party is armed for the coming 
struggle. Where is all the new money to 
come from for strengthening our defences? 
And what about inflation? 

Mr. Callaghan holds the ace of trumps 
here, and he knows it. Conservatives would 
be better advised to come clean over their 
dismal failure in 1971 to preserve the 
integrity of our currency, instead of going 
on a riotous bout of bank credit expansion, 
thereby creating the flood of inflation in the 
years following their departure from office. 

Everyone now realises the evil of 
inflation (at least they make this pretence) 
which attacks the very cement between all 
sections of the community, but no one will 
identify the root cause. In all the play made 
by the Labour Party at the expense of the 
Conservatives on this issue, they studiously 
remain silent about the real cause, namely, 
vast expansion of the money supply by 
bank credit, and that at high rate of interest. 
The Creditor calls the tune, and why should 
he change it? 

As we have heard from the top, banks 
do what is best for their shareholders, so the 
country suffers, and there is no way of 
escaping the effects of inflation, as clearly 
shown by the letter from Mr. E. J. Mishan, 
of the City University in the Telegraph 
recently (31.3.79). His last three paragraphs 
are: 

“Tt is amply evident by now that only a 
return to honest money along with a sub- 
stantial restraint on indiscriminate welfarism 
can check the decline in the nation’s morale 
and the deterioration of its arthritic 
economy. 

“Such vital reform however abounds 
with political difficulties. I should love to 
be wrong, but I fear such reform will be 
skirted in favour of the usual hoop-la of 
‘ party politics. 

“So does it really matter whether Jim 


or Maggie is at the helm of this foundering 
ship?” 

If we tear down the pleasing facade in 
which ‘Uncle’ Jim Callaghan has enveloped 
the economic situation, and peer round the 
imposing platform in course of preparation 
by the Conservative Party, we see an 
unbelievable situation: the road to true 
progress blocked by an accumulation of 
financial dogma and vested interests which 
deny the nation its inalienable right to create 
its own money, and not one leader will 
mention it, in either party. The public are 
fooled. 


WHAT THE PUBLIC ARE NOT TOLD 


We give below brief extracts from a 
letter addressed to the Ecclesiastical 
Dignitaries of Great Britain in 1943, sup- 
ported by thirty-two men of science and 
literature, quoted from the full text in 
Money Manipulation and Social Order by 
the Rev. Fahey, CSSp, DD, DPh, BA. 

(1) “We, all of British descent, having 
studied the fundamental causes of the 
present world unrest, have long been forced 
to the conclusion that an essential first step 
towards the return of human happiness and 
brotherhood with economic security and 
liberty of life and conscience, such as will 
permit the Christian ethic to flourish again, 
is the immediate resumption by the com- 
munity in each nation of its prerogative over 
the issue of money including its modern 
credit substitutes. 

(2) “This prerogative has been usurped 


>? 


by those still termed in general “bankers 
both national and international, who have 
perfected a technique to enable themselves 
to create money they lend by granting book- 
keeping credits in accordance with 
entirely mistaken and obsolete ideas which 
they do not defend against impartial and 
informed scientific criticism and examin- 
ation. In this way a form of national money 
debt has been invented in which the lender 
surrenders nothing at all; and which it is 
physically an impossibility for the com- 
munity to pay. Any attempt to do so 
produces the artificial ‘economic blizzard’, 
as it did after the 1914-18 war. 

(3) “This has led to the gradual rise of a 
form of national, international, and supra- 
national power, dominating through its 
monopolisation of the National social credit 
all the basic creative activities of mankind. 
Thus, in this and other countries, it has 
become impossible to obtain publication 
in the Press, or to broadcast on the Radio, 
the truth concerning the economic enslave- 
ment which holds the peoples of the world 
in thrall.” 

So far as is known, no action was taken 
to bring this matter to the attention of the 
churches apart from the courageous support 
for monetary reform by the then Archbishop 
of Canterbury, Dr. William Temple, who 
died in 1944. 

Mr. Callaghan has on many occasions, in 
his most serious and pontifical style, asserted 
that there is no other way of defeating 
inflation than by the methods used. There is 
no gimmick to help us in this matter. 

This is no gimmick. This is the removal 
of an obsolete and pernicious system of 
finance which hamstrings the nation, as it 
has done for generations. All who read this 
can see how it has been done. The political 
party which tackles this reform could win 
the admiration of the nation. But it will not 
be the Conservatives. 


The Bank of England: Theoretically ‘nationalised’, its shareholders control the money 
supply, not the Treasury. 
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ANDREW BRONS 


USES AND ABUSES 
OF REASON 


A COUPLE OF YEARS AGO five students 
took part in an experiment at Yale Univer- 
sity, conducted by Stanley Milgram, 
Professor of Social Psychology at the City 
University, New York. They were ostensibly 
taking part in an experiment in perception. 
The students were shown a series of cards, 
on each of which three vertical lines of 
different length had been drawn on the 
right-hand side. On the left-hand side of each 
of the cards, there had been drawn a single 
vertical line that was equal in length to one 
of the lines on the right-hand side. As each 
of the cards was shown to the students, they 
were asked which of the lines on the right- 
hand side was equal in length to the line on 
the left. 

When the first card was shown, the 
students answered in turn and all five 
students identified the correct line. The 
same occurred when the second card was 
shown. However, when the next card was 
shown, the first, second, third and fifth 
students identified the wrong line. The 
fourth student gave the correct answer but 
was understandably puzzled when the first 
three students gave the wrong answer and he 
looked distinctly uneasy when the fifth 
student confirmed their answer. When the 
next card was produced, the first, second 
and third students again gave the wrong 
answer. The fourth student looked unhappier 
still; he hesitated but then confirmed their 
wrong answer. Only when the fifth student 
agreed with the others, did the fourth student 
look marginally more at ease. As subsequent 
cards were shown, all of the students gave 
the same wrong answer without hesitation. 

Needless to point out, the first, second, 
third and fifth students were in league with 
the experimenter; the fourth being the 
‘guinea pig’. Of course, the experiment had 
nothing at all to do with ‘perception’; it was 
an experiment in conformity to group 
pressures. Nor was the experiment held in 
isolation. It was part of a long line of 
identical experiments, in which a third of 
the trial subjects tested, denied the evidence 
of their own eyes. The trials were a recon- 
struction of similar ones carried out by 
Professor Solomon E. Asch of Princeton 
University (author of Effects of group 
pressure upon modification and distortion of 
judgment). 


WHAT CAN WE LEARN? 
What, if anything, can we learn from the 
findings of this pair of ‘Doctor Kiosks’ from 


the United States? Well, we might put 
forward the following hypothesis:— “If an 
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undergraduate can be intimidated into 
denying the evidence of his own eyes by the 
‘group pressures’ of a very temporary group 
of fellow undergraduates, how much more 
likely is it that undergraduates (as well as 
more established academics) might be intimi- 
dated by ‘established intellectual traditions’? 
Furthermore, if one third of the trial subjects 
can be pressured into providing an obviously 
wrong answer to a simple, straightforward 
and easily verifiable question, is it not likely 
that a far greater proportion will disregard 
the available evidence when the question is 
more complex and less capable of immediate 
and obvious verification?” 

We clearly do not have the facilities of a 
Yale or a Princeton to test our hypothesis 
and, even if we had, such a hypothesis would 
be less easy to prove in a laboratory. Never- 
theless, we might look at the available 
evidence from the real world. 

It is a well-known fact that increases in 
wage levels, without a corresponding increase 
in production, will lead to inflation. It is 
such a well-known fact that it cannot be dis- 
lodged by mere evidence that shows it to be 
palpable nonsense! Unless there is an 
autonomous increase in the velocity of 
circulation of money (and such increases can 
be seen to follow inflation, rather than 
precede it), or a significant move of money 
from people with a low marginal propensity 
to consume to people with a high marginal 
propensity to consume, the inflation rate 
cannot increase without an increase in the 
money supply. An increase in wages in one 
sector, will merely enrich employees in that 
sector at the expense of their employers or 
the consumers of their product (depending 
on the elasticity of demand for the product). 


EVIDENCE IGNORED 


It is a well-known fact that there are no 
inherent difference in intelligence between 
Blacks and Whites. If evidence is produced 
that falsifies that well-known fact, there 
must be something wrong with the evidence! 
Evidence gathered by Eysenck, Jensen, 
Shockley and others shows clearly that there 
are significant observable differences in 
intelligence and that such differences are 
inherent rather than environmental. How- 
ever, only the motives of those gathering the 
evidence and the social effects of its dissem- 
ination are considered worthy ofexamination. 
The evidence is confidently ignored. 

It is a well-known fact that capitalism 
and communism are irreconcilably opposed 
to each other. Evidence may well be available 
to show that capitalist (and particularly 


finance capitalist) concerns and governments 
have provided vital technological and 
financial help for the industrial (and therefore 
military) development of communist regimes, 
from the Bolshevik coup in Russia to the 
present day. In the light of such evidence, 
one might expect to hear claims that the 
assistance was given quite innocently, if 
short-sightedly. But: there is nothing of the 
sort to be heard. The evidence rarely sees the 
light of day and when it does, the evidence 
and the inferences drawn from it, can be 
dismissed as “obsessive conspiracy theories”. 
It is not just that it is not felt necessary to 
accept all of the inferences drawn from the 
evidence; it is not even felt necessary to 
consider the evidence at all. If the well- 
known fact of the irreconcilability of 
capitalism and communism is not supported 
by the evidence, the evidence must be 
ignored! 

Perhaps the greatest irony is that all 
prevailing Western political — traditions, 
identify themselves as “rationalist”. Indeed 
they see themselves as deriving not only 
factual propositions but also (quite absurdly) 
value judgements, by the use of reason. 


THE VALUES THEMSELVES 


It is quite obvious that values cannot 
ultimately be deduced by the use of reason. 
Reason can explain but it cannot justify. It 
can (arguably) predict which courses of 
action are likely to succeed and which are 
not; though such attempts are almost. 
invariably fruitless. Reason can certainly 
demonstrate which competing values are 
complementary and which are inconsistent 
with each other. Equally, it can show the 
most effective means of achieving a given 
end. What it clearly cannot prescribe, are the 
values themselves. 

Nevertheless, reason is essential as a 
means by which factual propositions can be 
arrived at and, paradoxically, it is this role 
of reason that is most often neglected. 
Indeed, can the West claim to be any more 
“rational” than it was when the Church 
persecuted Copernicus in the 16th century — 
for claiming that the earth rotated around 
the sun! At least the Church could claim 
that they were judging Copernicus’ evidence 
by supernatural standards. The liberal and 
Marxist schools have yet to make that claim! 

The notion that man is an exclusively 
(or even a particularly) rational creature, is a 
myth. The truth is that man is distinguished 
from beasts, not so much by his reason, as 
by his spirituality, by which I mean a 
tendency to hold values that transcend his 
desire for mere bodily survival and the 
satisfaction of his physical needs. Man’s 
reasoning power is potentially much greater 
than that of the other higher mammals but it 
is not qualitatively different. It is just as 
likely to be neglected when the pressures of 
the herd become paramount. 

However, man’s reasoning capacity is 
misused in a way yet to be discovered by 
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other creatures; it is utilised to suppress our 
instinctive/intuitive values (of race and 
nation, of history and destiny) and replace 
them with what are passed off as the dictates 
of reason (i.e. a drab internationalism and 
materialism). 

What can we Nationalists learn from 
this? In the long-term it must be to acclaim 
a type of man who is rational and yet knows 
the limits of reason; a man who has a proper 
respect for his own instinctive values of race 
and nation but who has the moral courage to 
resist the imposition of alien values by 
“established opinion” and the media, in 
particular. 

But perhaps the most important lesson 
is for the short-term. It is that our immediate 
task is not to convince people of the right- 
ness of our arguments; most people are 
intuitively Nationalists of one kind or 
another. It isto give people the moral courage 
to admit to others (and indeed to themselves) 
that they hold the views that they do. For 
generations there has been a conscious and 
unconscious campaign to intimidate people 
morally throughout the West into accepting 
the values of internationalism (albeit only a 
nominal and superficial acceptance) and to 
ignore the factual evidence that destroys the 
myths upon which internationalism is based. 

Our success will derive not from the 
apparent impregnability of our moral and 
intellectual position but from our ability to 
convince people of the inevitability of our 
victory. 


THE FOUNDATIONS OF 
POLITICAL POWER Contd. from page 7 


and planned for the future and handed down 
to us some of the resources vital for political 
power. As it was, they only handed down to 
us an idea. 

We must now dedicate ourselves — as we 
have started to do — to giving this idea flesh 
and bone: the solid framework of assets, 
institutions and money that can survive all 
momentary winds of public opinion and give 
us the base from which we can eventually 
challenge for power at that moment in the 
future when opportunity beckons. 

(To be continued next month) 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


“Consequently all the world knows how the Supreme Government conducts itself. But 
no one, not even the Supreme Government, knows everything about the administration 
of the Empire. Year by year England sends out fresh drafts for the first fighting line, 
which is officially called the Indian Civil Service. These die, or kill themselves by over- 
work, or are worried to death, or brokenin health and hope in order that the land may 
be protected from death and sickness, famine and war, and may eventually become 
capable of standing alone. It will never stand alone, but the idea is a pretty one, and 
men are willing to die for it, and yearly the work of pushing and coaxing and scolding 
and petting the country into good living goes forward. If an advance be made all credit 
is given to the native, while the Englishmen stand back and wipe their foreheads. If a 
failure occurs the Englishmen step forward and take the blame. Overmuch tenderness of 
this kind has bred a strong belief among many natives that the native is capable of 
administering the country, and many devout Englishmen believe this also because the 
theory is stated in beautiful English with all the latest political colours.” 

Rudyard Kipling — Soldiers Three & Other Stories. First published 1895. 


GREAT BRITISH RACIALISTS 


No. 1 RUDYARD KIPLING (1865—1936) 


AT ONE TIME, as George Orwell admits in 
his essay on the great poet, Rudyard Kipling 
was hated by “the middle class Left” as a 
racialist whose ‘“‘view of life (could not) be 
accepted or even forgiven by any civilised 
person.” Today it is more fashionable to 
pretend that Kipling, people’s laureate, 
patriot, poet of Empire and British expan- 
sionism, was at heart a liberal and multi- 
racialist. This is the usual treatment for 
those who are too great simply to be 
smothered with silence. 

But it was Kipling who wrote in Beyond 
the Pale (1890): 


“‘A man should, whatever happens, keep 
to his own caste, race and breed. Let the 
White go to the White and the Black to the 
Black — unless he wants a disaster.” 


Kipling develops this in a poem of pure 
racialism, The Stranger: 


The Stranger within my gate, 
He may be true or kind, 

But he does not talk my talk — 
I cannot feel his mind. 

I see the face and the eyes and the mouth, 
But not the soul behind. 


The men of my own Stock, 
They may do ill or well, 

But they tell the lies Iam wonted to, 
They are used to the lies I tell; 

And we do not need interpreters 
When we go to buy and sell. 


The Stranger within my gates, 
He may be evil or good, 

But I cannot tell what powers control — 
What reasons sway his mood; 

Nor when the Gods of his far-off land 
Shall repossess his blood. 


The men of my own Stock, 
Bitter bad they may be, 

But, at least, they hear the things I hear, 
And see the things I see; 

And whatever I think of them and their likes 

They think of the likes of me. 


This was my father’s belief 
And this is also mine: 

Let the corn be all of one sheaf — 
And the grapes be all one vine, 

Ere our children’s teeth are set on edge — 
By bitter bread and wine. 


It was Kipling who cemented into the 
English language the term “white man”, 
meaning a man with the standards of the 
civilised world. As his modern biographer 
Charles Carrington admits, Kipling would 
have “‘contemptuously rejected” the notion 
of the equality of all men. For him, British 
rule in India was the training school where 
the “white men” learned the nature of their 
mission to rule. He once said: “There must 
be born a poet who shall . . . compose the 
greatest song of all, The Saga of the Anglo- 
Saxon all round the earth.” He scorned the 
missionaries, who “amaze and confound 
their fellow creatures with a doctrine of 
salvation imperfectly understood by them- 
selves and a code of ethics foreign to the 
instincts of those races...” 

So many of Kipling’s acid observations 
on the political scene have a thoroughly 
modern ring. Listen to Kipling on pacifism: 


“making mock of uniforms which guard 
you while you sleep,” 


on the corrupt politicians after World 
War I: 


“When the storm is ended shall we find 
How softly but how swiftly they have sidled 
back to power 
By the favour and contrivance of their 
kind,” 
on trade unions: 


“It seems to me that he (the working 
man) is confiding his cash to the only bank 
in the world whose cashiers may embezzle 
without punishment”; 


on the Jews and the potential trouble- 
someness of the state of Israel: 


“For neath the Rabbi’s curls and fur, 
(Or scents and rings of movie-kings ) 
The aloof, unleavened blood of Ur 
Broods steadfast at Jerusalem.”’ 
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@ ASLEF PARANOIA 


Here is a choice little extract from a 
speech made at the annual conference of 
ASLEF, the railway union. A brother from 
Acton & Northfields Branch has the floor:— 

“A number of branch secretaries have 
had a letter — I have a copy of one here — 
from the National Front Railwaymen’s 
Association. Some branch secretaries on 
London Transport, and I assume some on 
British Railways, have been sent membership 
forms. The thing is, how are they getting our 
addresses? There is only one way and that is 
through the balance book. Not only are they 
getting addresses and information through 
the balance book, but they must also be 
getting hold of copies of the Agenda of Sug- 
gestions, because two weeks after this book 
came out the landlord of the pub where my 
branch rooms are was visited and this chap 
said to the landlord, ‘Is this where Acton & 
Northfields hold their meetings?’ He said, 
‘Yes, why?’ The chap said, ‘Well, we’re from 
the National Front. Do you know they're 
trying to kick us off our job?’.. . If they 
can find out this kind of information, which 
is supposed to be Society business, and they 
can try to use it against us, then there is 
something wrong somewhere and it has got 
to be brought out in the open and something 
done about it!” 

To read these squealings by vicious 
tyrants who have been caught out you 
would think that the brothers from Acton & 
Northfields were referring to an invasion by 
the Body Snatchers from Outer Space rather 
than NF trade unionists who — believe it or 
not — have as much right to be politically 
active in ASLEF as they do! 


¢ TURBULENT PRIESTS 


Anti-White, multi-racialist priests are 
really no modern phenomenon. The 19th 
century had its Mervyn Stockwoods too, as 
this extract from The Voortrekkers by J. 
Meintjes, about the Great Trek in South 
Africa, shows:— 

‘Missionaries constantly caused mischief 
between the colonists, the non-whites and 
the Government, playing the one off against 
the other. Philanthropy had become the 
order of the day, but instead of practical 
benevolence towards mankind in general, it 
was love for the non-white in particular. The 
Rev. Dr. Johannes van der Kemp and the 
Rev. Mr. James Read, in championing the 
Hottentot cause, waged open war on the 
colonists, accusing them of brutality and 
murder. Encouraged by them, Hottentots 
laid all sorts of charges against their masters. 
In the trials that followed, these charges 
were soon found, with few exceptions, to be 
groundless and often deliberately invented. 
The British Government made a sincere 
attempt to maintain law and order and to 
dispense justice to all, irrespective of colour, 
but their task was constantly complicated by 
missionary activities which were more 


Page twelve 


political than Christian, and so-called justice 
was more easily dispensed to the non-white 
than the white.” 

Things haven’t changed much in 150 
years, have they? 


¢ FOOD FOR THOUGHT 


In 1953 the Royal Navy had 26 cruisers. 
Today it has two. Russia has 38. In 1953 the 
Royal Navy had 107 destroyers. Today it 
has 10. The Russian navy has 80. 


¢ COLOURED CANADA 


According to  Keesing’s Archives, 
218,465 immigrants entered Canada in 
1974, an increase of 34,265 on 1973. Of 
these, 51,279 (23.8 per cent) were recorded 
as non-White — Negroes, Asians, Philippinos, 
Chinese, Arabs etc. But ‘countries of origin’ 
are listed only for 65 per cent of the total, 
sO we can assume a real total of about 
70,000. Similarly in 1976. 37,836 (25 per 
cent) of the total 149,429 immigrants that 
year were non-White, but ‘countries of 
origin’ are again listed for only 51 per cent 
of the total. So we can assume a real total 
of about 50,000. Consequently we can 
estimate a total coloured immigrant influx 
into Canada between 1973 and 1976 of 
over a quarter of a million. Now Canada has 
a population of only 24 million! The 
frightening truth is that Canada is rapidly 
becoming a non-White country! 


e CHILDISH LIES 


Atrocity propaganda against South 
Africa really is getting silly now. The latest 
outrage is a book called Passport to Truth 
by Georg von Konrat. It is written by a 
German who worked there as a construction 
engineer, and claims he experienced “exter- 
minations”, “atrocities against Africans”, 
“slave labour’’, “mass executions” etc. 

The credibility of the author, however, 
is doubtful to say the least. He claims he was 
born in 1924 and graduated in 1941 from 
Konigsberg University as an “army captain, 
bachelor of science in civil engineering, a 


fluent Russian speaker and an expert in the - 


most sophisticated techniques of modern 
warfare.” This isn’t a bad career so far, con- 
sidering that he was only 17 at the time. It is 


especially praiseworthy since his part-Jewish _ 


ancestry would not have done much to 
further his career in the Third Reich. He 


claims that, as a 17 year old, he led a com- 
mando raid behind Russian lines and “sowed 
havoc among the Soviet forces.” As an 18 
year old, he went back to Berlin as “an 
expert adviser to Hitler on Russian matters,” 
and at the ripe age of 20 he claims respon- 
sibility for foiling the generals’ plot to 
assassinate Hitler! His dazzling exploits were 
apparently crowned in 1945 by escaping 
from Germany with Martin Bormann! 

It is this highly believable person who 
proceeds to tell us all about the exter- 
minations now being conducted in South 
Africa. He claims that in the district where 
he worked, 40,000 Ovambos had been sent 
to mines and industries the previous year. 
28,370 had returned, the rest died. He 
claims to have heard a Government official 
remark: “Too many are allowed to come 
back. More ought to be eliminated.” 

On page 20 he writes: — 

“T gathered that in the past year 18,000 
Ovambos, Hereros and Wahimbos had been 
imprisoned, though no details of the charges 
they were sentenced on were given. A third 
of these natives were serving four years, 
another third six months, a half of the 
remainder three months and the rest had 
been condemned to death” (i.e. 3000 
people!). 

He hears (of course) of a “concentration 
camp” being built. Blacks are shot by the 
police merely for “target practice” etc., etc. 
(vawn). And so it goes on for pages. If you 
think you’ve heard all this rubbish somewhere 
before, you have. You probably read it in... 


¢ HOLOCAUST CORNER 


. . . where this column’s Deputy Assis- 
tant Holocaust Underlooker has recently 
examined the aerial photographs of Ausch- 
witz released by the CIA. These supposedly 
turned up after all this time as a result of 
“interest stimulated by the TV Holocaust’. 
Curiously, Prof. Butz in his book The Hoax 
of the Twentieth Century commented on 
the absence of such aerial photographs, 
which he insisted must exist since Auschwitz 
was of great interest to the Allies as an 
industrial complex developing top-secret 
synthetic rubber processes. Obviously, these 
photographs appeared as a result, not of a 
TV programme, but of Prof. Butz’s 
comments on this very subject which expose 
a serious weakness in the Holocaust story. 

Such pictures taken in August 1944, 
says Prof. Butz, ought to show obvious 
evidence of exterminations if such had taken ~ 
place, since by this time hundreds of thou- 
sands of people were supposedly being 
burned in open pits due to pressure on the 
crematoria. Strangely, though, this does not 
show up in the August photos at all! The air 
is not thick with belching smoke as witnesses 
allege, and the crematoria are not even active. 
The CIA, however, is not daunted. They 
assure us that smoke from a ‘filtration plant’ 
nearby is “evidence. of extermination. 
activities.” I wonder. . 


JOHN TYNDALL 


‘Ideological Development’ 
or Pursuit of Power? 


MARTIN WEBSTER’s article in February 
dealing with the need for “ideological 
development” in the National Front was a 
stimulating essay, rich in the colourful prose 
which ensures that the writings of the author 
are never dull to read. To this my first 
impulse is to be inhibited from taking issue 
with the article’s theme, but take issue I must. 

Put in a nutshell, the theme is that to 
survive and advance our movement must 
develop firm ideological foundations which 
set it apart, not just from the Marxist left, 
but equally from the “Capitalist” estab- 
lishment. To quote the writer, “.. . it (the 
NF) has not yet developed a comprehensive 
enough exposition of values, attitudes and 
objectives in all the vital areas of human 
activity to qualify as a fully fledged ideo- 
logical movement,” and “ .. . Hundreds, 
probably thousands, of bright minds . . . will 
need to devote their lives to this project.” 

To emphasise his point, the writer cites 
as an example the ideological development 
of the left, whose vision was evolved “.. .in 
substance and much of the detail before 
marching to battle, and not on the march.” 

I think it would be unfair to the writer 
to go so far as to assume that he thinks that 
for us the battle should stop while we work 
out ideological permutations to every ques- 
tion, large and small, that is likely to 
confront us. That, I do not think, is what he 
suggests. What I believe he does mean — and 
I form this judgement, not only on the 
contents of his article, but on numerous 
conversations I have had with him on the 
subject — is that a substantial part of our 
time and energy should in the future be 
devoted to a detailed ideological debate 
which extends to every field with which 
politics are concerned. We must work out 
the correct ideological approach to Housing, 
Education, Social Services, The Economy, 
Industrial Relations and much else, and the 
solution that we apply to every problem that 
arises in these fields must conform to our 
a priori ideological yardstick — much as 
happens in the Marxist camp. 


AN ACTIVE MOVEMENT 


I oppose this thinking because I believe 
that it would turn the National Front into 
nothing better than a debating society — in 
an era which demands that we become a 
disciplined active movement, capable of 
rapid decision and internally united as no 
other movement or party is. Nothing short 
of this will see us through the stormy and 
difficult times ahead. 

Do we need an ideology? Of course we 
do and we already have it! It is a simple and 


straightforward ideology rooted in a very 
basic view of life and of history. It is an 
ideology which sees the world as an arena of 
competing nations and races and which 
impels us to ensure that in this arena our 
nation and race is a winner and not a loser. 
Our ideology is Racial Nationalism. 

If Martin Webster’s point was that there 
is room for much more articulation of this 
ideology, much more rounding off in the 
way of forming it into a persuasive message 
to all sections of the population, I would be 
the first to agree with him. This will of 
course happen as our leading spokesmen find 
more time for the exercise, and as they are 
joined by new spokesmen with the gift of 
articulation. 

But I do not see this intellectual activity 
as being concerned with the construction of 
an ideology itself, only with better ways to 
expound an ideology which has long ago 
been constructed. 

If, on the other hand, my colleague’s 
point was that the NF needs to engage in 
much more thinking and discussion about 
the answers to a myriad of national 
problems, political, economic and _ social, 
again I would agree with him, and again I 
say that this will happen as the pool of our 
brain power enlarges with the natural growth 
of our movement. 


WHAT WORKS? 


But this thinking and discussion will not 
be of a nature in which differing opinions 
stem from differing ideological positions; 
they will be concerned solely with the best 
way of getting things done. Within a single 
and indivisible framework of ideology, they 
will cut through quickly to the only 
important question: what is the solution 
that works? 

By streamlining intellectual activity so 
as to limit it to these considerations, we can 
allow ourselves the maximum time for the 
all important activity of building the 
physical, financial and organisational struc- 
ture of our movement. Also we can avoid 
the ideological polarisation which weakens 
other parties by dividing them into splintering 
factions and which sorely weakened the 
National Front itself when it took time off 
to indulge in that luxury in 1974/75. So 
long as I lead this party I do not intend to 
allow it to dissolve again into ideological 
factions — something very different from a 
vigorous debate on matters of method and 
practice. 

My colleague says of the intense debate 
which goes on between the “factions and 
mutations” of the left that it is “ .. . a bene- 


ficial and invigorating exercise for the parti- 
cipants and for the movement.” I could not 
disagree more. The fact that the left today is 
enormously strong has absolutely nothing 
whatever to do with this farmyard of ideo- 
logical waffle. The strength of the left rests 
very simply on the fact that it has evolved 
over the generations a thorough science of 
revolution, a brilliant and ruthless technique 
for hitting at, and eventually controlling, the 
nerve centres of political power. This science 
owes absolutely nothing to the interminable 
ideological debates that pour like diarrhoea 
over the pages of Marxist publications; it has 
everything to do with pragmatic politics, 
backed up by two forces without which the 
left would not exist today. One of those 
forces is Money. The other is Terror. 


THE REAL WIRE-PULLERS 


How is it that doctrines that lose them- 
selves in airy-fairy worlds of abstract and 
ridiculous ideological dreaming become 
allied to a machinery of revolution which is 
so superbly hard-headed and practical? Very 
simply because to the real wire-pullers of red 
revolution all this doctrinal garbage is as 
much an object of contempt as it is to us; it 
is merely a well thought out programme of 
propaganda for mobilising the ignorant, the 
stupid, the uprooted, the discontented, the 
resentful and the frustrated among the 
populations of the earth into a formidable 
organisation of mob power. No single facet 
of Marxist ideology has any value except as 
a means to deceive and to incite. 

We for our part have got to produce a 
counter-force, not to the thousands of 
volumes of Marxist ideology, but to the red 
revolutionary machine, with its power of the 
press, its influence over broadcasting, with 
its organisation of money and its rule of the 
streets and the factories. This is the project 
that must occupy the best minds we have in 
the years ahead. This is the development 
that is, to use Martin Webster’s own words, 
“, . the key to the National Front’s 
survival.” 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Money over and above normal income 
from sales is needed to build up 
SPEARHEAD. 

Your help would be greatly appreciated. 
Please make out your postal orders or 
cheques to Spearhead, and send them to: 
P.O. Box 105, London E.C.2. 


Our magazine, though it believes in 
racial differences, opposes race-hatred. 
All those who oppose multi-racialism 


should attack the politicians who promote 
it, not the immigrants, who are merely its 
victims. 
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DID WE WIN IN 1945? 
—A ‘VICTOR’ LOOKS BACK 


This article is reprinted, slightly abridged, 
from the American journal INSTA URATION, 
whose ‘Inside Out’ columnist recalls the 
pre-war and post-war reflections of a senior 
American diplomat. 


IT WAS LATE AUTUMN of 1938. I was 
crossing back into France from Germany 
with an old school friend, an American 
diplomat and spymaster whom I shall call 
Davis, after a session in Berchtesgaden 
during which we had seen Hitler. We were 
driving — Davis had a very uncomfortable 
open car, I remember — and as we pulled 
away from the frontier post he smacked his 
hand down on the top of the door and frame 
and said, “But who cares!” 

“But who cares about what?” 

“About what the damned Germans do 
or don’t do. I mean .. . here we are in 
France. And we have all been taught from 
birth that France is good and Deutschland is 
bad. Frenchmen — and Danes and Dutchmen 
and Swiss, even Poles and Czechs and 
Italians — are civilized, which makes them 
superior to Germans, who are not. French- 
men — and all other Europeans, to a lesser 
but appreciable degree — know how to live, 
how to make love, how to appreciate the 
finer things in life, above all how to carry 
the torch of culture and civilization from 
one generation to another. With the 
Germans, such attributes are only a veneer at 
best! They remain barbarians, no different 
from the hairy beasts the Romans met, and 
are out to drag everything down to their 
level. Isn’t that the general picture?” 

“Just about.” 

“But you know and I know that all this 
talk of civilization is nonsense. France and 
the rest of Europe, and Britain — and our 
own sainted America — are really squalid 
enterprises run by the very unattractive 
upper classes. US civilization in the deeper 
sense is a mirage. The Germans know this in 
their bones and hate the sham of it. Being 
Germans, they don’t know what they know; 
they can only oppose it with instinctive 
grunt and grind. But the closer they get to 
their appointed mission — which is, I 
suppose, to tear it all down — the more 
‘civilized’ these barbarians begin to look. We 
know perfectly well that they’re going to 
romp all over Europe. You and I, like every- 
one else, especially in our class and our so- 
called responsibilities, are supposed to find 
that very bad. But I say, Who cares! Who 
cares what happens to France, a nation of 
very rude, very limited people? After all, we 
don’t call them frogs for nothing. Would 
they be any worse, any more boring, under 
the Germans? I very much doubt it.” 

Later he talked about the Germans we 
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had recently met at all levels. “They are alive 
— did you notice that? They are living, the 
first White men to stand up in Europe for 
hundreds of years. They will not put up with 
the tyranny of mindless industrialism and 
business, of Jews and pseudoculture. They’re 
going back to the manly arts. And don’t 
their women know it! Now Hitler himself is 
rather different, the alchemist who says, 
“You say you want to fight? You say you 
don’t like Jews? Et cetera. Well, I'll show 
you how you can take care of that.’ They’ve 
put their trust in him completely, which 
may be a mistake. But don’t you see, it’s 
better to be naive enough to make a mistake 
like that than to be incapable of caring 
enough to try anything, the way we are.” 

We met in Switzerland in 1940, after 
the Germans swept through France, and he 
said, “I still feel the same way, and I notice 
that an awful lot of Frenchmen do, too. ... 
The Germans are going to lose, of course, 
and you and I will help to do them in, but I 
feel as though I’m killing some last spark of 
manhood in myself. Knocking off Germany 
to make way for the century of the common 
man — read Jews and various other unattrac- 
tive types in charge — is hardly an honourable 
occupation. We’re really awful people.” 

I didn’t see him again until 1944 in Italy. 
“T have nothing to add,” he said cryptically. 
“Nothing has changed. Someday I'll tell you 
more.” 


“AN ARCHITECT OF VICTORY” 


By the time the war ended, he had 
become mildly famous and full of honours. 
Time called him ‘one of the architects of 
the Allied victory.” We met occasionally but 
he did not tell me more. In fact, his conver- 
sation was irreproachably pious, and when I 
prodded him, obliquely but definitely, about 
culture and Germans and Hitler and other 
matters we had discussed, he only smiled 
and changed the subject. After 1960 we saw 
each other seldom, and, finally, not at all. 
He died last year. 

Six months ago, his wife sent along a 
sealed envelope with my name on it, 
explaining that it had been found among his 
papers. Inside was a long memo, unedited 
and rough, but extremely pertinent, as can 
be seen from these excerpts. 

“I was not frank with you after the war 
because I was so shaky. It wasn’t that I had 
gone back on what I had said earlier, but 
that I realized it was so much worse than I 
had imagined. ... Forget all the political- 
military ‘facts’ — the silliness and viciousness 
of Nazism (above all, its inefficiency), queer 
officers, jewish whines, and the modern-day 


Nazis who really believe all the guff. All that 
is entirely incidental to the important core, 
which is altogether a question of life versus 
death. Fix on that and forget the rest — it’s 
irrelevant to a consideration of what really 
happened spiritually, which is what counts. 
And what didn’t happen. To us, more impor- 
tantly than to them. Why we now are as 
we are. 

“Cast back to visual memories, 
impossible-to-forget images before and 
during the war. Those crazy German parades 
and meetings, the hundreds and thousands 
cheering their hearts out so blindly . . . the 
glamour, if I may dare say so, of the sweep 
through France, Rommel in Africa, the 
tremendous try in Russia, the desperate 
retreats in Europe . . . the end, finally, in full 
horror in Berlin. Look at the photographs — 
those German faces and uniforms, from the 
confidence of 1933 to the smash of 1945 — 
look at them over and over until you begin 
to see why this was the end, the last flicker 
of White life. Not ideologically, of course — 
Nazism was as dreary as any other system, 
I’ve already conceded that — but in terms of 
vitality. Compare them with us, even as we 
were then. Look carefully at Ike and Monty 
(and draw on memory!), and then at Kessel- 
ring and Rommel, for example, and even the 
seniors, like von Rundstedt. Ours are dead 
men, bureaucrats disposing of living men. 

“Do you understand what I am saying? 
It was life versus death, and death won. We 
realized it when it was over, of course; at 
least a lot of us did, in varying ways. 
Suddenly Roosevelt and Churchill were not 
gallant leaders, but tiresome old fools who 
had made the world safe for the undesirable 
minorities. Not even villains, just tiresome 
bores. ... And Stalin? Well, he himself had 
some vitality, but the Russians themselves 
are so far down as people to begin with that 
true vitality is a dream for them, rather like 
heaven for the Christians. Of course, in the 
inverse morality play in which we live, the 
Russian triumph — then and after — is a 
victory for inertia. 


IN A DAZE 


“No, we had no choice, given the course 
of our history after the Civil War and that of 
the British after the Restoration. We were 
both anti-life and pro-eunuchism, so knocking 
off the Germans was the logical, unavoidable 
next (and last) step. We’ve been wandering 
around in a daze ever since. . In effect, 
Hitler said, ‘Get up on your hind legs and 
join us in taking over the world and running 
it to suit all of us Whites — or fight and 
destroy us and end up being run by the rest 


of the world.’ We could not do the first, so 
we've gotten the second. 

“But I really have to contradict myself 
in saying earlier that we had no choice given 
the course of our history. I suppose what I 
meant was that we had no practical choice — 
imagine a pact with Hitler getting through 
Congress. Imagine Hitler keeping his word, 
and so on. However, we did have a theoretical 
choice, in which America and England could 
have joined with Hitler in ruling the world 
and simply waited out his death or killed 
him off. Forget Congress, forget everything, 
we could have done it. What was really 
missing was the will to live. We didn’t have 
it, which is why the choice was impossible. 
Or should I say that enough of us didn’t 
have it? In any case, now we pay the penalty 
of having made the anti-life choice. 

“The retreating army were men, fighting 
on in a hopeless cause as none of us would 
have done. They’d made their choice and it 
was the wrong choice and now they had to 
pay for it. | may be exaggerating, but I think 
now that we all knew they were better men 
than we were and that it was crazy to be 
killing them, that we were killing something 
of ourselves, probably the best part of what 
was left of us. We knew it, but we never said 
it, because, you see, we couldn’t. We simply 
couldn’t; it would have gone against all our 
training. We had been taught that anything 
and everything was more important than 
life, than sheer vitality, so we could knock it 
off without a qualm. If deep down some 
almost atrophied instinct told us otherwise? 
Why, we just stifled that instinct and kept 
shooting. 

“And what else could we have done? 
What a dilemma! If we had been true to that 


instinct, it would have meant going against 
country, well-being and such traditions as 
had accumulated since the Civil War. 
Treason. Frightful, unthinkable. And yet... 
what is more important than the instinct of 
life? Nothing. What else is there, after all? 
Nothing. An insoluble dilemma, which no 
one solved, but which everyone was left 
stuck with. In the end I felt a tremendous 
fool for having fought and beaten the 
Germans. Irrational, perhaps, but there it was. 


WHAT WAS RETROGRESSION 


“The postwar world confirmed that 
sense of foolishness. La Belle France and the 
rest of Europe and all of America were 
certainly more unpalatable than anything 
one had seen in Germany before the war. If 
it wasn’t retrogression, then what was retro- 
gression? 

“Of course, contemporary Germans are 
as anti-life as we could have hoped when we 
were plastering their cities. And more impor- 
tantly, when we taught them later how 
naughty the Nazis were. Which was, sadly 
and paradoxically enough, teaching them 
that life itself was wrong. Being Germans, 
they took the lesson to heart and are now 
formidably deadened. Have you ever seen 
one of those ceremonies where the chancellor 
or some other top official goes to some 
Jewish shrine and grovels about with a skull- 
cap on, flanked by the stern-eyed Jews who 
nod approvingly when he tells them that the 
Germans bear a permanent ‘guilt’? Hitler, 
the satanic imp grinning from the grave, has 
ruined everyone. 

“But he couldn’t have done so unless 
the weaknesses had been there. In the case 


of the Germans, the weakness was their 
naivete and their greedy innocence. They 
were so grateful to Hitler for giving them the 
opportunity to live that they never thought 
to ask what the price was. A child could 
have told them in 1938 that the rest of the 
world already hated them and that Hitler 
had no real programme and that he was 
going to Pied Piper them into disaster. A 
non-German child, I should add. But perhaps 
they wouldn’t have cared anyhow, reasoning 
that twelve good years were worth anything. 

“Do you see what I’m trying to say? 
Along comes Hitler and promises ‘life.’ 
You’re a simple German and don’t know 
what a rascal he is, what disasters he will 
bring on you. So you respond to life and are 
destroyed. And along comes your conquerors 
who tell you, in essence, that it was wrong 
to respond to vitality, surely an immoral 
position. In actuality, one should have con- 
tempt for people who don’t so respond. And 
respect for those who do — the Germans 
should be heroes in that sense if in no other. 
With all their faults and limitations, they 
were true then to the deepest demand of all. 
If you can’t answer that call, response to the 
rest — intellect, ‘decency’, etc. — doesn’t 
matter. 

“Contempt should be reserved for ... 
guess who? In our case, the weakness was 
hatred for life itself, surely a greater flaw 
than any the Germans had. And we were so 
grateful to Hitler for giving us the oppor- 
tunity to crush life that we never thought to 
ask what the price was. And a non-American, 
non-English child should have been able to 
tell us in 1938 that after our anti-life orgy, 
also Pied Pipered by Hitler, we were going to 
be finished.” 


Show the Flag 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 
POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 
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SIR: The AGM’s overwhelming endorsement 
of the National Directorate’s decision that 
National Front members should not partici- 
pate as candidates in the forthcoming 
European elections, combined with the 
unanimous opposition of the NF member- 
ship to the Common Market, provides us 
with a marvellous opportunity to capitalise 
on the public’s growing dislike of Britain’s 
membership of the Market. 

Let us grasp that opportunity by 
impressing on the electorate that we are a 
party of principle as well as being the only 
one which is one hundred per cent opposed 
to Britain’s continued membership of the 
Market. Let them see that we refuse to take 
part in the opportunism and collusion which 
have characterised the other parties’ attitudes 
towards the Market. 

We can best achieve these aims by 
persuading the voters to boycott the 
elections. Let us stage ‘“Anti-Market” 
marches, meetings and demonstrations 
throughout the country during the run-up to 
these shameful elections. Such a campaign, 
supplemented by posters and letters to the 
Press etc., could have a truly devastating 
effect. 

The accelerating unpopularity of the 
Common Market makes it a foregone con- 
clusion that the turn out at the election will 
be even more derisory than it was during the 
1975 Referendum. Let the National Front 
lead the way by being seen to be the 
custodian of the genuine wishes of the 
British people! 

RONALD RICKORD 
Chairman, North Bucks NF 


SIR: One area that the National Front 
should make a firm stand on, and in the 
process gain many thousands of votes, is not 
only to get Britain out of the Common 
Market but to stop once and for all the 
madness of metrication. 

That is another foreign import which | 
am sure Britain can well do without. My 
country has had metrication since 1975, and 
any complaints about it or suggestions that 
it would be better to revert to Imperial 
measurement is met with scorn and derision. 
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The pro-Metric faction tell us that it is 
easier for school children to learn the system. 
What bunkum! Millions of people using the 
Imperial system with care is evidence enough 
to contradict that. 

The majority of Australians cannot 
understand the metric system. They still 
refer naturally enough to miles, stones, 
pounds etc., although in an official capacity, 
shopkeepers and others are forced to use the 
metric system. It is illegal to advertise in the 
Imperial system, and you can even be 
prosecuted for importing foot rulers! 

One instance that I heard was in a tyre 
dealers where I worked. A salesman was 
giving the ‘spiel’ regarding a particular tyre, 
and said: “‘Oh yes, and it’s guaranteed for 
50,000 kilometres.” Of course, he can’t 
visualise in his mind how far that is. And on 
being asked how far it was to Adelaide, the 
salesman said sixteen miles! 

At one time wanted criminals were 
listed as being, say, 175 centimetres tall and 
weighing 80 kilograms. Of course, no one 
seemed to be apprehended as no one could 
visualise how tall or heavy the miscreants 
were. Now the press has been forced to see 
sense and put the Imperial measurement in 
brackets. 

Another example of this insidious brain- 
washing is that any interview printed in a 
newspaper of someone in, say, Britain who is 


quoting a measurement, is printed here in 
metric, e.g. “Fred Bloggs of Brighton said he 
travelled 120 kilometres to work every day.” 
Of course he would have said 60 miles, but 
we are not supposed to know that. Well, the 
Imperial system has served British people for 
2 thousand years and I cannot see any 
reason to change. But of course we all know 
that communists and lefties want to change 
our heritage, including our measurement 
system. 
RAYMOND PARKIN 
Elizabeth Vale, S. Australia 


SIR: I was delighted to see the February 
issue of Spearhead, with the report of the 
1978 AGM. I was especially pleased with Mr. 
Tyndall’s inspiring speech, and one piece in 
particular. Mr. Tyndall likened the National 
Front and its supporters to a “guerilla army, 
fighting in an occupied country.” As a 
refugee from Britain, forced to leave because 
of increasing anti-White discrimination, I 
agree with Mr. Tyndall entirely. And until 
that day when I am old enough to return to 
my country to help win it back, I can be 
assured that at least someone is fighting for 
the same ideals that I believe in, a White, 
strong and free Britain. 
Keep up the good work. 
DAVID GREASON (17) 
Preston, Australia 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. You 


could win a £1 


published in the Shrewsbury Chronicle. 


Front 
challenge 


in the Chronicle 
(February 9): he states 
that the National Front 
“to the best of his 
knowledge has stated that 
it believes in a one party 
state.”’ 


Mr Withers knowledge is I 


am afraid, rather 
inaccurate in this respect 
and I challenge him to 
give evidence in support 
of his statement. 


He also states categorically 


that the National Front 
does not “acept the 
tenets of Parliamentary 
democracy.” This is also 
untrue and I quote from 
the party’s ‘‘statement of 

licy:” “The National 

ront is a__ fully 
constituted political 


here is 


party pledged to win Freedom of 


power by the ballot box; 
the National Front is a 
arty of enuine 
emocracy; the National 
Front is firmly loyal to 
the institution of the 
British Crown.” 


In reply to Mr Withers letter Your correspondent’s idea 


of democracy is very 
obviously one of — if you 
do not agree with a 
political party and are 
afraid of it gaining 


popularity then ban it. 


little 
democracy left in this 
country nowadays I 
regret to say. For 
instance, did the people 


very 


establishment 
multi-racial state? No. 
Were they asked if they 
wished to abolish the 
death penalty? No. Was 
the electorate initially 
consulted as to whether 
they wished to 
the Common 
No. 


arket? 


Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 


speech _is 
already curtailed by that 
iniquitous body the Race 
Relations Board. The 
general pe are kept on 
the right, or Aenea 
speaking on the Left pat 
by national papers like 
the Daily Mirror and 
television propaganda 
rogrammes such as Mr 

rnstéin’s Granada TV 
production ‘World in 
Action” which produced 
a scurrilous and totally 
inaccurate report on the 
National Front last year. 


I respectfully suggest to Mr 


Withers and other people 
with similarly distorted 
ideas about the National 
Front that they discover 
the truth regarding this 
pat by writing to the 
ead office in London 
and only then, having 
studied their literature, 
pass judgment. 

C. PARKIN 


o into Siberscote Manor, 
Lea Cross, 
Shrewsbury. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Southall Memories 

Getting to Southall Town Hall on 23rd 
April. with a small band of NF supporters 
(mainly from Ealing Branch) should have 
been a much more nerve-wracking business 
than it really was. 

When we met at Ealing Broadway Under- 
ground station we were given up-to-the- 
minute reports of the enormous extent of the 
rioting by a youngster who held a tiny tran- 
sistor radio to his ear. A smiling little Asian 
gentleman with a tape-recorder who said he 
was working for the Evening Standard told 
me he understood that “search parties” of 
rioters were out looking for me along all 
roads entering the town. 

We squeezed into a few available cars — 
I into the car of Mr. Ernest Pendrous, Chair- 
man of the meeting and of Ealing Branch — 
and our little convoy set off. 

Ernest said he had negotiated with the 
Police a route into the town right up to the 
Town Hall, but as we approached the out- 
skirts of Southall on the main road we 
encountered a massive traffic jam and even- 
tually a group of Police motorcyclists re- 
routing all traffic down a sidestreet diversion. 

We stopped and tried to persuade one of 
the officers to let us pass along the agreed 
route — but he knew nothing of his 
superiors’ arrangements with us and bade us 
“Move on!” 

As we did so we were appalled to see, 
coming from the centre of town, perhaps 
eight or nine ambulances tearing towards 
Ealing with their sirens screaming frantically 
at each other. Our first evidence of Real 
Trouble. 

We turned left, then right, following the 
traffic stream, and began to see clusters of 
Asians along the roadside. These became 
greater in numbers as we drove along, 
terrifyingly slowly, due to the narrowness of 
the side roads and the volume of traffic. 

At every junction I expected a shout to 
go up as I was spotted, a hail of bricks to fly 
and an attempt to block the path of my car. 
I found myself wondering if Ernest would 
drive through and, if necessary, over any 
group of rioters who might seek to halt us. 

Miraculously, no incident of any kind 
disrupted us. Suddenly, I found that the car 
was pulling up outside a small very municipal- 
looking building with a lot of Policemen in 
its doorway. This was my destination: 
Southall Town Hall. 

It seemed to me that the Policemen were 
as surprised to see me arrive in such an 
incident-free, cool-as-you-please manner as | 
was amazed at my good luck. 

The Police had cleared the streets of 
rioters in the immediate vicinity of the 


Town Hall, but opposite the hall was an hotel 
which had been hired by the Anti Nazi 
League’s ‘Rock Against Racism’ associates 
for a “Victory Celebration”. 

It seems the ANAL gang were certain 
that the riot that they intended to incite 
would be successful in either getting the 
meeting banned either by the Police or Ealing 
Borough Council, or in intimidating us into 
calling the meeting off. 

Thus ANAL issued in advance of the riot 
a leaflet which, in addition to giving the 
location of their First Aid post and Legal Aid 
centres (so much for their “intention” to 
hold a ‘peaceful demonstration”!), also 
invited attendance at the RAR’s “Victory 
Celebration” opposite the Town Hall. 

When I arrived and was getting out of 
my car at the front of the building, Asian 
youths and a few White ANAL/RAR cele- 
brants were crowded at the windows of the 
hotel and lounged on its balcony, listening to 
rock music. As I walked up the steps of the 
Town Hall the music suddenly stopped and 
in its place screams and wailing rent the air. 

For the rest of the evening the RAR 
amplification system was not used to blare 
out rock music. It was commandeered by a 
succession of hysterical Asians who shrieked 
and gibbered like banshees on benzedrin. 

I understand that at times there were 
even fights among the demented Asians as 
they wrestled for possession of the micro- 
phone, so desperate were they to show off 
their particular technique in electronically- 
amplified emotional disturbance. RAR should 
have organised a competition for them. 

This bizarre sound from over the road 
contrived to wind-up an already incredibly 
tense atmosphere for the meeting. The hall 
seated only 90 persons, and two observers 
from Ealing Borough Council insisted that 
30 seats be reserved for “genuine members 
of the public’. 

By the time the swine from the mass 
media had got in, plus two gentlemen from 
the Special Branch and another two Scotland 
Yard detectives who I believe were shorthand 
note-takers for the Community Relations 
Squad (i.e. spies for the Race Board), there 
was precious little room for “genuine mem- 
bers of the public’ — but seven dour middle- 
aged Asian gentlemen were accommodated. 

Ernest, acting as Chairman, conducted 
the meeting with quiet dignity and authority. 

John Fairhurst, the candidate for 
Southall, spoke of the Southall that he was 
born and brought up in, where he started 
work, courted his wife, returned to on leave 
from the forces, and made his home for most 
of his life. The dance hall he knew is now an 
Asian bingo hall. The cinemas he knew now 


only show Asian films. The cafes he knew are 
now take-away Asian food shops. 

(According to the Race Relations 
Industry, only Immigrants are entitled to 
experience “culture shock’. Britons who 
experience similar symptoms are, of course, 
“Nazi racialists”. They must put up in silence 
with the robbery of their home environment 
or risk the legalised victimisation of the men 
who are ultimately in charge of ‘Community 
Relations’ detectives who now sit in the 
corners of British election meetings, indus- 
triously scribbling away notes of what 
Englishmen say to their compatriots in their 
own native land.) 

The other speakers — Clive Wakley and 
James Shaw, respectively the candidates for 
Acton and Ealing North, made good and 
dignified statements of why they adhere to 
the National Front so strongly. All the 
speakers’ obvious sincerity and decency spoke 
eloquently for the cause that they champion, 
and I was proud of them. 

The Southall riot was not catised by our 
little meeting. The meeting was simply made 
the pretext for an orgy of violence designed 
to intimidate the community in general and 
the Police force in particular. 

The riot was organised by the same 
sinister and ruthless coterie of Red sub- 
versives — most of whom are of alien ethnic 
origin, though not of the ‘Coloured’ variety — 
who organised the Red Lion Square riot of 
June 1974; the Lewisham riot in August 
1977; the Ladywood riot, also in August 
1977, and numerous other vicious events. 

The Southall riot began at 2.30 p.m. — 
five and a half hours before our meeting was 
due to begin. No NF members manifested 
themselves in the area until an hour before 
the meeting was due to commence. Of the 
340 people arrested, none were NF members 
or “‘supporters”’. 

One 67 year old NF Branch official — 
Richard Wagenaar, Secretary of Wandsworth 
Branch — unable to get into the meeting was 
ambushed at Southall Station on his way 
home. His appalling injuries indicate that the 
Asian/ ANSE mob tried to kick him to death. 

Perhaps even without the organising 
ert of the cosmopolitan Trotskyite revo- 
utionaries and their Zionist patrons the 
Southall riot might have taken place. Savage 
rioting in the Indian sub-continent, so far 
from being the exception, is almost the daily 
rule during major political events such as 
elections. When India and Pakistan were 
granted independence in 1947 the ensuing 
riots claimed the lives of more than a million 
people! 

Thus as areas of our country become 
more Asian in population it is not unreason- 
able to assume that our national institutions, 
such as General Elections, will become more 
Asian in character. 
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General Election: 


190,000 N.F. VOTERS RESIST 


STAMPEDE TO RE-ELECT TORIES 


Ae Ue. 


A hardcore of over 190,000 voters in 
the General Election supported the National 
Front on May 3rd, despite the stampede to 
re-elect the Conservatives. However, analysis 
of voting trends throughout the country 
indicates that a large number of pro-NF 
voters decided to vote Conservative in the 
election, so desperate were they to rid 
Britain of an increasingly Marxist-dominated 
Labour Government. This undoubtedly 
accounts for the drop in the NF vote which 
varied between 25 per cent and 75 per cent 
in the constituencies which were contested 
in both October 1974 and May 1979. Cold 
comfort can be gained from the fact that 
this rush to oust Labour similarly affected 
all other minority parties, with average 
percentage drops in their votes of 1974 
varying from 26 per cent (Liberals), 37 per 
cent (Plaid Cymru) and 47 per cent (SNP). 

In view of the strong appeal which the 
prospect of getting Labout out of office 
undoubtedly had with many anti-Left wing 
voters, and in view also of the unprecedented 
bias against the NF shown by both national 
and local news media — either in the form of 
frenzied hostility or more often a total 
blackout of news coverage — it is heartening 
that over 190,000 Britons still had the 
courage to vote in accordance with their 
convictions. 

For all the ballyhoo coming from the 
alliance of Marxist organisations known as 
the ‘Anti Nazi League’, the total vote won 
by the motley of openly Marxist parties 


, 


» 


The National Front’s eve of poll rally at Caxton Hall, Westminster. On Martin Webster’s left, 
Kenneth Matthews, NF candidate for the City of London & Westminster. 


standing in the election (Communist Party, 
Workers’ Revolutionary Party, Socialist 
Unity et al) was miniscule in comparison 
with the NF vote. The NF has emerged from 
this election, if not flushed with success, 
then at least with a real basis of mass 
support. As for the threatened anti-NF 


NF Chairman John Tyndall speaks at the Caxton Hall meeting. 
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campaign of the ‘Anti Nazi League’, this too 
proved a total flop for the Marxist camp. 
ANAL failed to “‘pull the plugs out” on the 
best National Front TV broadcast yet; it 
failed to stop the distribution of one 
election address by the Post Office; and it 
failed to distribute its much heralded six 
million smear leaflets, which simply did not 
appear. 

The National Front has always made it 
plain that at this stage in our development, 
our main purpose in contesting elections is 
to advertise and promote the party and to 
build a nationwide active membership. This 
purpose has certainly been achieved, as the 
flood of 10,000 or so membership inquiries 
arising out of the election indicates. That is 
a harvest which we will be reaping long after 
the election. And if we can assume a hard- 
core of around 400,000 NF voting supporters 
throughout the whole of the United 
Kingdom, even during an electoral trough, 
then that is the basis upon which a real mass 
movement can be built. 

There will undoubtedly be a ‘honey- 
moon’ between the new Conservative 
Government and the electorate for about six 
months. We shall use this period to induct 
new members, re-group and reorganise the 
party, acquire more of the material assets 
which are the essential foundation of a 
political party, and establish training courses 
for the very large number of youngsters who 


The NF 
begins its 
campaign 
march 
through 
Leicester 
in 
celebration 
me of St. 

| George’s 
Day. 


have joined in recent months. Then, when 
crises loom over the Common Market, over 
the disastrous effects of enforced multi- 
racialism, over communists in the unions and 
the electorate come to see that the Tories 
are not what they hoped they would be — 
then the National Front’s voice will be heard 
again, even more loudly. Experience shows 
that the NF benefits electorally much more 
when the public turns against Conservative 
governments than when it turns against a 
Labour government. We must ensure that 
our party machine, especially by involving 
ourselves deeply in local affairs with a view 
to local government elections, is ready to 
tap from another reign of Tory failure the 
enormous potential that will be created. 


RARE BOOKS 


Send s.a.e. for list of out of print books of 
interest to Nationalists. Reply Box 2424. 


Two NF members touring Germany July or 
August seek 1 or 2 others (male or female) to 


Martin Webster shows the press a photograph of the appalling injuries of 67 year old ex- | enioy comradeship and share expense. Reply 
serviceman and NF official Richard Wagenaar, kicked brutally by Asians in Southall during | 80% 1727. 

the campaign. A demand to know why such a photograph appeared in no national newspaper 
was met with silence from the press. ANYTHING OLD? 


NF now have, based in London, a number of 
advisory experts ready to examine any antique 
object you might be willing to donate to the 
Building Fund:— jewellery, books, china, 
stamps, objets d’art, pictures, prints, curios, 
weapons — in fact anything old and likely 
looking. Bring it, send it by post, write to us 
about it or, if large and in London area, an 
expert will visit to inspect and/or remove (will 
travel further afield if it's a Rembrandt). We 
will also sell for you and take just a percentage. 
Start looking in the attic and cellar now! 


BOOKS 


Valuable for language students. Out-of-print 
language books for French, German, Italian, 
Spanish, Russian with keys. Also translations 
into English of foreign classics. Write to: 
A. Elder, Flat 1, Gannet House, 6 Hartington 
Place, Eastbourne, Sussex. 


NO APRIL ISSUE 


Due to the General Election, and the pressure 
of work on our editorial staff, there was no 
April issue of Spearhead. This will not affect 
subscribers, who wil! of course receive their 12 
issues of the magazine. 


The packed auditorium at Caxton Hall before the meeting started 
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KENNETH GUICHARD 


SUNDAY MATINS IS 
OPEN SEASON! 


THE LATEST NF LEAFLETS have given 
us renewed opportunities to attack our 
national Death Wish Club (DWC), and 
thanks to one particular sheet, no part of 
the DWC is more vulnerable than the Church. 
I refer, of course, to the NF’s Umtali 
Massacre leaflet upon which only a sub- 
human can look unmoved. The illustration, 
by the way, was supplied by the Rhodesian 
Ministry of Information. 

But are, I wonder, all NF branches 
taking the fullest advantage of this oppor- 
tunity to penetrate the DWC’s soft under- 
belly and make it quiver into awareness? 
Surely every church within range must receive 
the Umtali leaflet? The operation is simple 
and precise. Each Sunday, nation-wide, 
between ten and eleven o’clock a small but 
significant percentage of the DWC attends 
matins in our churches. These occasions are 
at the same time convenient concentrations 
of local white residents and there is no more 
appropriate place for a hand-out than before 
God’s House — when Man’s spiritual nature 
may be presumed to be most receptive to 
enlightenment. 

When it comes to worship, we in Central 
London harbour some veritable hives of left- 
wing church activity. Judging from the 
number of taxis and exotic cars which pull 
up there on the Sabbath, All Souls’ Church, 
Langham Place off Regent Street, must be 
considered ane of the most fashionable. On 
11 February that cosy atmosphere vibrated 
sharply and some well-heeled worshippers 
were startled when they suddenly found 
themselves under fire from the terrible 
National Front. To begin with, flustered 
under-keepers rushed hither and thither 
clutching themselves, casting baleful glances 
and uttering an occasional plaintive bleat. 
Would we go somewhere else? No, of course 
we wouldn’t. Then the  under-keepers 


panicked and produced a kind of bin into 
which they persuaded stricken flock to place 
some of the leaflets (what an affront to the 
contents!). 

We now knew beyond doubt that our 
aim was good and targets were being hit. 
Discounting the bin, there were plenty of 
pricked birds and runners — those we knew 
had smuggled a leaflet into a bag or pocket 
and would certainly read it in the sanctity 
of the toilet. Forbidden church fruit is 
always interesting! 

It is probably wiser to place the six or 
eight guns not too close to the church 
entrance but along the approaching rides. 
This gives the birds time to secrete the 
fodder before entering the main covert and 
therefore increases the number of kills to 
cartridges. Near Langham Place in the noble 
Regent Street ride we took our quarry on 
the wing, as it approached singly or in small 
family coveys. When we fired upon them 
they must have noticed we were smartly 
dressed and very polite and they took their 
medicine with the docility implanted by the 
death wish. 

I recall one singleton flying smartly up 
the ride. I took him well in front and the 
young cock crumpled to the Umtali leaflet 
and came to a fluttering halt. He was a theo- 
logical student and after a civil exchange 
observed that he had thought all NF members 
looked and were vicious and violent, just as 
the TV always showed. But obviously we 
were front-line créme de la créme. We 
blushed, rubbed our jack boots together 
deprecatingly and stopped fingering our Nazi 
daggers dripping with gore. “Anyway, I'll 
read it,” the student said pleasantly and flew 
on to pray for muggers’ souls. 

By eleven fifteen our barrels were quite 
warm and most of the game were in the 
main covert and having at it. We had our 


post-mortem over a coffee. There were no 
actual entries made into the Game Book 
because there were no bodies to show. The 
bag was entirely in pricked and left-winged 
birds and would probably mount up over the 
days to perhaps a hundred brace. Not bad 
for a Sunday shoot in the heart of London! 
How about your area? 


DILEMMA OF FAITH 


But in a more serious vein let it be 
emphasized that the Umtali leaflet is in no 
way directed against Christianity, only at 
those who abuse and misinterpret it. The 
National Front, in proportion to the other 
parties, has just as many practising and 
aspiring Christians. The multi-racialists of 
the Church of England in their foolishness 
have confronted their flock with a sometimes 
agonizing dilemma of faith — whether to 
stand and fight openly for the survival of a 
personal and national identity which they 
still hold dear, or to succumb to the 
prevailing British death wish and accept the 
recommendation of establishment clergy 
hell-bent on bogus equality and a racial 
disaster. In this bitter choice there can be no 
compromise and the Church had better 
beware. If needs must, a Christian can dis- 
pense with his Church. Through the centuries 
suppliants have prayed in their prison cells, 
in the jungles, and perhaps closer to reality, 
alone in the desert under the stars. 

Attempts have been made to sway NF 
Headquarters by maintaining that the sad 
illustration on the leaflet happens to be the 
only photo of that particular baby and 
therefore its dissemination is painful to the 
parents. Let the message to any relatives be 
that if this tragic scene sufficiently touches 
the misguided and stoney hearts of our 
current men of God and permits a ray of 
enlightenment to reach them and some of 
their half-baked adherents then the little 
child and those others will not have died in 
vain. The relatives might indeed be grateful 
to the National Front for giving such a high 
significance to the exit of so young and 
blameless a life. 


Find out about the National Front 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 

P.O. BOX 105 
LONDON E.C.2 
(Tel. 01-739 2187) 
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